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CONTINUING REPORTAGE O% U.S. ACTION 1% GRENADA 
Spokesman Exolains Criticiem 
LD261531 Hamburg DPA in Cerman 1447 CMT 26 Oct &3 


[Text! Bonn, 26 Oct (DPA) -- The Federal Government today clarified its criticism of 
the U.S. intervention in the Caribbean Island of Crenada. 


Covernment spokesman Peter Boenisch told journalists after a Cabinet meeting in Bonn 
that the United States only informed the Federal Government after the action, through 
its Bonn ambassador, Arthur Surns. “If there had been consultations beforehand, we 
would have advised against,” Peter Boenisch said. 


The Federal Government regrets developments in Crenada and reserves its final position 
until it has been informed of all the details. Bonn hopes, in the words of the govern- 
ment spokesman, that the people of Grenada will be able to decide their own future as 
soon as possible. Boenisch also stressed that the Federal Covernment on principle 
pursues a policy of noninterference. This applies to all parts of the world. Asked 
how, in Bonn'’s view, the U.S. intervention will affect the debate on the planned 
nuclear “counterarmament™ with medium-range missiles, Boenisch replied that the 
Federal Government will discuss this with its allies. 


On behalf of the SPD, Presidium member Hans-Juergen Wischnewski called for immediate 
withdrawal of all foreign troops from Grenada. It is unacceptable to the SPD that the 
United States, as the leading power in the Atlantic alliance, has occupied a sovereign 
country in a “furtive operation.” 


On behalf of the socialist group in the European Parliament, SPD Deputy Katharina 
FPocke called on the EEC member-states in the Security Council to condemn the inter- 
vention. Furthermore, the EEC should immediately meet for consultations in order to 
unequivocally express its disapproval of the U.S. actions. 


Chairman of the Young Socialists in the SPD Rudolf Hartung said anyone who still 
believes the “peace talk” of U.S. President Rouald Reagan after the U.S. intervention 
in Grenada must either be “mad or naive.” 


Genacher ‘Regrets’ Developments 
LD270945 Hamburg DPA in German 0744 GMT 27 Oct 83 


[Text] Bonn, 27 Oct (DPA) -- Federal Foreign Minister Hans-Dietrich Genscher on 
Thuraday regretted developments in Grenada and reiterated that the Federal Government 
would have advised against the action had it been consulted by the United States. In 

a question time requested by the Greens parliamentary party, Genscher emphasized that 
the invasion confirmed Bonn's view that stability can only be created through political 
solutions, The Federal Government has still not been fully informed on all the details. 
"But a frank word among the partners also contributes to the strength of the alliance." 


The SPD derm*» chairman of the parliamentary party, Horst Ehmke, sharply criticized the 
American ( wasion as “an act of aggression in violation of international lav." 
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Brandt Condemns Intervention 
10261303 Hamburg DPA in German 1032 CMT 26 Oct 83 


[Text| Bonn, 26 Oct (DPA) -- The president of the Socialist International, S?l) Chair- 
man Willy Brandt, has strongly condemned U.S. intervention in the Caribbean island of 
Grenada and described it as completely incompatible with the principles of international 
law. The murder of the soctalist prime minister of Crenada, Maurice Bishop, and the 
ensuing political crisis on the island in no way justified foreign intervention. 


In view of its own actions, the U.S. protest against the Soviet Union's intervention in 
Afghanistan can only lose credibility, said Brandt. After the latest events, the 

worst was to be feared with regard to a political solution of the general crisis in 
Central America. 


DEP Protest Actions 
1W261215 Duesseldorf UNSERE ZEIT in German 26 Oct 83 pp 1, 2 
[Unattributed article] 


[Text] ODuesseldorf, (UZ) — Protest actions against the U.S. intervention in Crenada 
occured in the FRG as early as Tuesday evening. Many people demonstrated their soli- 
darity with the people of Grenada in front of the U.S. Embassy in Bonn, the '.S. 
mission in Frankfurt, and the U.S. Consulate in Duesseldorf. 


DK? Presidium member Karl Heinz Schroeder stated at the protest rally in front of the 
U.S. Embassy In Bonn: “On behalf of all DKP members and surely also in harmony with ail 
other progressive, peace-loving and anti-imperialist people in our country, we declare 
our abhorrence over the determined protest against the brutal aggression of the United 
States against the small island republic of Grenada. Like Cuba and Nicaragua, Grenada 
is a shining example of the liberation struggie of the peoples of Latin America. 


"Today, the Reagan administration, exploiting internal contradictions which are solely 
the affair of the people of Grenada, and using demagogic pretexts, began an open mili- 
tary intervention aimed at again subjecting Grenada to the boot of neocolonialist 
exploitation. 


"At this hour, we call for the broadest and most effective protests against this cow- 
ardly aggression! 


"We demand: “Freedom for Grenada! The unconditional and immediate pullout of the 
U.S. troops! No interference in the internal affairs of Crenada! Hands off Cuba and 
Nicaragua! 


"We call on all anti-imperialist forces to lodge a protest with the U.S. Embassy, 29 
Deichmanns Ave, 5300 Bonn 2, Telephone (0228) 3 39 23 W! 


"To organize vigils and protests! 


"To send solidarity telegrams to the Grenada-FRC Friendship Circle, c/o Martina Haun, 
10 Wilhelmstrasse, 3550 Marburg/Lahn!" 
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Commentator Views Intervention 
14261107 Hamburg APD Television Network in German 21) CMT 25 Oct 83 
[Peter Staisch commentary] 


Text) America has long ceased to be better off. Every day it receives another shock 
and faces another challenge. This morning, 2,000 U.S. special troops landed in Crenada. 
Yonald Yeagan decided on this military intervention because following the military coup 
there last week, he feared there would be an intensificitation of marxist policy by the 
junta as well as massive Cuban, that Is, Soviet, influence. Reagan obviously gave the 
order for the intervention just a few hours after the Belrut shock. Two theaters, one 
problem. 


For a long time the United States has been seeking a logical design which would enable 
it to be victorious in the worldwide confiict against the Soviet Union -- such a design 
as would bring a common denominator to practical politics and moral integrity. In my 
view, this is the only way they can credibly fulfill their indispensable task of leading 
the free “estern world. They have not yet found this design. If Reagan were to consi- 
der creating one, two, or more Crenadas, it would be the wrong way. 


Gunboat policy must be rejected in principle; in individual cases, gunboat policy can be 
accepted. Grenada is such an individual case. The Cuban-Soviet presence on the 

island and the threat posed by this presence {« an obvious fact, and many Caribbean 
neighbors share this assesement of the situation. In the United States, the Senate as 
well as the House of Representatives clearly gave the green light to the President's 
decision. However, Reagan is aware that he would not be supported in a similar military 
intervention in Nicaragua or £1 Salvador, and support for the presence of U.S. troops 

in Lebanon is definitely declining. The memory of Vietnam is still alive. If the 
Americans and French do not want to bring about a questionable peace against the 
people's wishes in Lebanon -- as was done at the time in Indochina -- Reagan must 
withdraw his Marines and Mitterrand his paratroops without delay. This has nothing to 
do with weakness. The Americans and French should finally be careful not to order their 
troops to invade other countries without knowing in advance what their political mission 
is. The Marines in Crenada know. 


By the way, regarding concerns over the Syrian-Soviet influence in Lebanon, the Israelis 
will be able to prevent this. The Israelis have ignored the reproach of being weak 
and have withdrawn to the south of the country because Lebanon cannot be pacified from 
outside, and in any case, the East-West conflict in the Middle Fast is not taking place 
in Lebanon, but In the gulf. 

Paper Criticizes U.S. Arguments 


18261343 Duesseldorf HANDELSBLATT in German 26 Oct 83 p 2 


[Gerd Janssen commentary] 


[Text] The quick statement from the White House on the military intervention against 
the Caribbean island of Crenada and the explanation that the U.S. troops had landed 
there with soldiers from six other island states -- Antigua, Barbados, Dominica, Jamaica, 
Saint Lucta, and Saint Vincent -- cannot conceal the fact that through this action U.S. 
President Reagan has now fully exposed himself to international criticiam, including 
Western public opinion. 
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Washington will have to do a lot of publicity work if it intends to do more than just 
confine iteelf to introducing into the upcoming propaganda campaign only the known 
facts about the Island Increasingly developing into an aircraft carrier for Soviet- 
Cuban interests. There is also the question of how convincing the argument is that the 
landing was carried out in response to a “request for assistance.” People in 
dashington are also aware that this argument has always been used in cases of similar 
action by the East. 


Alec, Yashington can no longer avoid the question of whether its reaction has thus far 
been flexible enough to combat the economic roots of the chronic political instability 
in that region. At present, the hardline military strategists and politicians have 
the upper hand. It is they who have challenged the totalitarian Marxists, as well as 
shelved the aid measures of the CBI plan (Caribbean Basin Initiative) in the congress- 
ional committees. In any event, it would take years for such an economic "Marshall 
plan” to yield any effect. In view of the hard discussions on this initiative, Lyndon 
0. Pindling, prime minister of the Bahamas, who cannot be suspected of being a Marxist, 
has asked the question: “If Cuba is worthS$9milliondaily to the Russians, how much 

is the Caribbean worth to the Americans?” 


Further confrontations are programmed for the Caribbean basin. The Cuban Government 

has said that the U.S. Armed Forces attacked “work places” of Cuban personnel. Charles 
Percy, chairman of the U.S. Senate Foreign Affairs Committee, stated that 30 Soviet 
military advisers have been taken into custody and are being held until a “safe” depar- 
ture can be arranged. 


Washington is acting as a power which cannot stand by when bombs are detonated at its 
own front door. The shipping lane on which over 50 percent of U.S. ofl imports are 
transported to the Caribbean runs near the island. This must be pragmatically and 
realistically viewed. The fact that Washington seems to have only old answers to the 
old questions is more alarming. 


Press Comments 
1W261027 Cologne Deutschlandfunk Network in German 0605 CMT 26 Oct 83 
[Press review] 


[Excerpts] One of the main topics for the opinion columns in today's newspapers is 
the American invasion of the small Caribbean island of Crenada. 


The editorial of DARMSTADTER ECHO first draws attention to a parallel between events 
in Czechoslovakia in 1968 and the current Caribbean developments, and then says: The 
Russians also enlisted the participants of other states when they established order in 
Czechoslovakia in 1968. In any event, President Reagan's justification of the inva- 
sion sounds as though it had been copied from Leonid Brezhnev's explanations for the 
invasions of the CSSR and Afghanistan. There is no legal basis for the U.S. interven- 
tion — no real threat to another country by Grenada, no assistance pact between the 
United States and an interested party, and no danger to the U.S. citizens living in 
Grenada. The President's hand was guided solely by his hysterical fear that communist 
regimes might spread in the Caribbean and Central American region. 


Bonn's GENERAL-ANZELCER compares Afghanistan with Grenada. Its commentator says that 
such a comparison cannot be upheld, at least not as far as the military dimensions are 
concerned. 
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The editorial says: Nevertheless, both are similar in that they are based on the prag- 
matic doctrine that a world power cannot tolerate a hostile government on its doorstep. 
Washington can evade such embarrassing similarities only by a rapid pullout of its troops. 
The warning by British Prime Minister Margaret Thatcher against the invasion of Grenada 
does not just express the massive displeasure of the British. The United States also 
should not provide any new spots for attack in the context of the forthcoming counter- 
armament in Western Lurope. 


The editorial writer of WESTDEUTSCHE ALLGEMEINE ZEITUNG thinks along similar lines: How 
does U.S. Prestent Reagan propose to continue depicting the Soviet action in Afghanistan 
as reprehensible? The justification and motives of Washington for invading Grenada are 
similar to those used by Moscow for the invasion of Afghanistan and in the final analysis 
are just as unjustifiable. Regrettably, Reagan has once again risked and lost U.S. 
credibility. This will unfortunately have an impact on the missile discussions in 
Western Europe. In any event, this provides new propaganda material for Moscow. 


MANNHEIMER MORGEN recalls that thus far it has apparently been the practice only of the 
other superpower, the Soviet Union, to justify military actions of this nature with a call 
for help. The editorial says: In this case, the call probably did come. Perhaps it is 
not entirely false that a brutal gang of leftist thugs held power in Grenada, but this 
immediately gives rise to the question of what would have happened if those thugs had 
followed a rightist ideology. The Central American region, which has been sensitized by 
many crises, surely will strike back. 


In its commentary on the subject, SUEDDEUTSCHE ZEITUNG deals, among other things, with 
the effects the military intervention might have on international relations: Reagan's 
concern over the Soviet and Cuban plans on the communist-ruled island was certainly not 
completely unfounded. However, just as certainly it was exaggerated, even if Reagan is 
still sensitive about the taking of hostages in Iran and the Cuban crisis, and therefore 
intended to prevent similar developments and send a warning signal to Nicaragua and those 
behind the Beirut raid. Occupying a small country at this time and capturing 30 Soviet 
advisers is neither a contribution to detente nor a suitable way to substantially polish 
up the U.S. President's reputation. 


The commentary of FRANKFURTER ALLGEMEINE concentrates on the impact on the Latin 

American scene. The commentary reads in part: The use of power by North America against 
the island is a challenge to Castro and his revolutionary following in Central and South 
America. If the combined U.S.-EAst Caribbean military action is successful, it will be 
impossible for Castro and his following to lead Grenada back to the course of the es- 
tablished Bishop regime. Thus, what they must do is try to prevent or reduce such a 
success. However, success will interfere, so to speak, with itself because the much 
worse hotbeds in the hemisphere, above all Nicaragua, are for the present much less the 
object of U.S. attention and active dealings. The precedent of a call by an entire region 
for Reagan's intervention will not repeat itself very soon, and the President will be 
unable to hope for a reverse domino effect. 


In conclusion, another excerpt from the daily DIE WELT on the same subject: The President, 
confeonted with the Beirut disaster and the nearly simultaneous call by six Carivbean 
nations for nelp in eliminating the region's destablilization emanating from Grenada, 
acted just as the American nation and the world would expect him to after seeing 3 years 
of his political activities -- he acted strongly and resolutely, as he himself put it. 
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KOML REPLIES TO HONECKER LETTER ON MISSILES 
LD261523 Hamburg DPA in German 1412 CMT 26 Oct 83 


[Text] Bonn, 26 Oct (DPA) -- Federal Chancellor Helmut Kohl has appealed to COR State 
Chairman Erich Honecker to do everything possible to prevent a “new twist in the arms 
spiral.” In his reply to Honecker’s letter of 5 October, published in Bonn today, 
the chancellor called on the SED general secretary to use his influence to have the 
new modern nuclear missiles already stationed in the COR dismantled and to ensure 
that no additional suclear weapons are sited. 


The chancellor was referring to his appeal to the Soviet nuclear short-range weapons 

of the SS-21, and SS-22 and SS-23 types which have been sited for some time or which 
are soon to be sited in the GOR and western Soviet Union. A few days ago, Moscow 
described the siting of these weapons as a countermeasure of NATO's two-track decision. 
Kohl said in this respect that this announcement shows that the Soviet Union is 

using nuclear weapons as instruments of political influence. Furthermore, the new arms 
program, which is described as a countermeasure, is for the most part already a reality. 


Kohl, who reaffirmed NATO's two-track decision in his seven-page reply positively 
referred to Honecker's words regarding a necessary “coalition of reason.” “All my 
endeavors and efforts are geared toward bringing about a break-through of this reason 
in all areas,” he wrote. Kohl also referred to the concept of the “German people” used 
by Honecker, saying that he agrees that it is the desire of all German people to 
secure aac consolidate peace. All Germans have learned the lessons of their history. 
“Both states in Germany declare their conviction that no war should ever again emanate 
from German soil.” 


The chancellor reiterated his view that despite the present strains in East-West rela- 
tions, the threat of war in Europe is less real than ever. That is why he condemned 
attempts to talk such a danger into being and to fan fear among the people in the East 
and West. At the same time, he underlined the two German states must, particularly 
when the international situation is becoming increasingly difficult, further develop 
and expand the netvork of relations and cooperation. The development of normal, good- 
neighborly relations, as envisaged in the Basic Treaty, benefited people in both 
German states and helped to stabilize the situation in Europe. 


After explaining NATO's two-track decision from Bonn's viewpoint, Kohl stressed that the 
Western side is ready to continue to negotiate the reduction of missiles beyond 198}. 

In this event, the entire “NATO modernization potential” will, as before, be made 
available, Any systems set up in the meantime by the Western side will, in the 

event of a corresponding result, be removed again. 


Kohl stated that NATO's two-track decision will lead to an important reduction 

in NATO's nuclear weapons. In 1980, 1,000 nuclear warheads were already unilaterally 
vithdrawn from Europe. “I personally have striven to ensure that NATO's nuclear 
weapon stock continues to be reduced to the minimum that is absolutely necessary to 
guarantee the security of the alliance.” The chancellor announced that NATO will 

once again soon “withdraw a number of nuclear warheads that will exceed the 1980 with- 
draval.” This unilateral step is taking place regardless of the outcome of the Geneva 
talks. 
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The chancellor reaffirmed his support for a successful conclusion of the Geneva talks. 
The Federal Covernment has played an active and constructive role in the development of 
the -.S. negotiating position. The goal is to preserve and stabilize the balance that 
ie vital for peace. The Soviet Union is responsible for the fact that the balance has 
been upset. For over a decade it has been trying to change the military balance of 
power in its favor by expanding and improving its nuclear and conventional weapons. 


Despite continuing Soviet arming, NATO's two-track decision has brought “a unilateral 
advance concession in the form of a 4-year moratorium.” Furthermore, from the beginning 
the West has quantitatively and qualitatively limited the measures which would be 
necessary if the Geneva talks failed. It is now exclusively up to the Soviet Union to 
open the way for a result in Geneva. "A negotiated solution in Geneva is, after all, 
not a question of time, but rather a question of readiness to compromise.” As far as 
this is concerned, the demand for postponement in stationing bypasses the problen. 


Kohl recalled that if couwnter-arming begins, not all the planned 572 weapons system will 
be immediately sited. The siting of U.S. medium-range missiles, should it eventually 
become necessary, will, according to the present schedule, not be completed until the 
end of 1988. 


In his reply, the chancellor stressed the alliance’s position that none of th: Western 
weapons will ever be used “unless in response to an attack.” The “modernizatios systems” 
planned by NATO could not be regarded as so-called first-strike weapons either from 
viewpoint of their range or their numbers. They will not serve as weapons of attack, 
nor can they increase the threat of war. “It is merely a question of reestablishing a 
balance and stability in the category of medium-range missiles.” 


BAHR CITES 22 NOV AS MISSILE DEPLOYMENT DATE 





LD261733 Hamburg DPA in German 1638 GMT 26 Oct 83 


[Text] Geneva, 26 Oct (DPA) -- The deployment of new U.S. medium-range weapons, which 
is to go ahead if the U.S.-Soviet negotiations in Geneva fail — which they are nov 
almost certain to do — is to begin on 22 November, | day after the security policy 
debate scheduled to take place in the Bundestag. This was learned in Geneva today from 
sources within the Bundestag subcommittee for disarmament and arms control, whose members 
have been having separate talks in Geneva wi.a the chief negotiators of the United 
States and the Soviet Union o ve INF negotiations, Paul Nitze and Yuliy Kvitsinskiy. 


According to the subcommittee’s chairman, SPD disarmament expert Egon Bahr, Kvitsinskiy 
mentioned the 22 November date, citing a communication from FRC Foreign Minister 
Hane-Dietrich Genscher. In Kvitesinskiy’s view, the start of deployment represents a 
“watershed,” from which point onwards the continuation of the INF negotiations would be 
pointless. Kvitisinskiy also said that the basis of the para\lel negotiaticns on inter- 
continental missiles in Geneva would also be undermined. It remains an open question 
whether this means a suspension, interruption, or indefintie postponement. 


After the 3 and 1/2 hours of talks between the Cerman parliamentarians, Kvitesinskiy, 
and Nitze, Bahr summarized his impressions at a press conference. 














1. Neither slide says that they have no gore hope, Sut they do sot Selleve that there 
will be a result before deployment begins. After this point, views diverge. 


2. The “nited States wants to continue to negotiate even after the start of deslovment 
deprives the negotiations of their meaning. According to Bahr, the Soviet argument out 
forward by fvitsinskiy is that with the deployment of new medium-range weapons, the 


United States would be in a position to reach and destroy parts of the Soviet “nlon. 
As a result, the Soviets want to take countermeasures to subject the United States to 
the same xind of threat that the (55° feels as a result of U.S. deployment. These 
could include the deployment of SS-22 missiles in the ODP and the CSS®. 


3. There was no change in the |.S. refusal to include the British and French suclear 
weapons in the “eneva negotiations. Bahr described the problem of these weapons as the 
“key question” in Geneva. 


The members of the subcommittee returned to Bonn today Bahr left at the same time on 
his own for Vienna for a meeting with former Chancellor Bruno freisky and others. 


— — — —— — — 


1W251529 Hamburg APD Television Network in Cerman 21 CMT 24 Oct 83 
[Carl Weiss commentary in the “Tagesthemen” program! 


[Text] The Soviet acupuncture of the nervous system of Western Europe's public is 
shamelessly direct. The needles applied are exactly pinpointed and timed to the reac- 
tion in our country for the purpose of creating fear and pain. They are not intended 
to heal. 


The Soviet military is bound to know that they make little impression on the experts 
with their announcement of this arms deployment. The Soviet Unior can hardly pass one 
of its numerous modernization and arms buildup programs of the past decade off to the 
experts in the West as the countermeasure to the Pershing II and cruise tiesiles, 
because the SS-21 missile, with which today’s announcement deals, has been in existence 
for quite some time. Some of them are already sited in the CDR. Their range is about 


120 kn. 


However, increased deployment on the territory of owr direct Eastern neighbors will tend 
to intensify our citizens’ feeling of being threatened. This can only intensify 
animosity and will for resistance, faint-heartedness, and despair alike. 


(me should preferably coolly recall that the larger SS-20 already covers everything in 
Western Europe that the Soviets deem worth threatening, and one should remember that 
the Soviet Union sow proposes to replenish the very short-range potential that NATO is 
currently explicitly reducing. Before the end of this week, the alliance at its 
meeting in Ottawa, Canada will decide on and proclaim the pullout of more than 1,999 
such short-range warheads. 


It takes a lot of optimiem to believe that the Russian side is setting up for itself, 
shortly before the arrival of the first Pershings, a negotiating object for a 
last-minute sale against American concessions. It is more realistic to assume that 
Moscow has arrived at the conclusion that deployment will begin here soon. And for 
that event, the SS-21 had already been announced as a4 reply. 
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Paper Comments 
WMI261527 iogne Deutechlandfunk Network in Cerman 0605 OMT 276 Oct &} 
[From the oress review) 


‘Text) Let us conclude with the editorial of FRANKFURTER RUNDSOCHAU. It involves the 
question of whether the now announced Soviet missile deployment in the GDR and 
Crechosloveria is actually a counterarmament and the effects this will pre wmably have 
on the whole complex issue of the missile negotiations. The editorial says in part: 

The United States and the Soviet tnion keep sliding deeper and deeper into the gulch of 
speechliessness from which they had been laboriously pulled just 2 years ago and only 
with the help of emaller nations. Mutual distrust obviously is the only thing they have 
in common, if we leave aside the fact that both leaderships surely don't want war. 
Entrenched in the two laagers of distrust, the world powers constantly grow more inflex- 
ible. At any rate, there is no indication of any plans for a long-term, well-pondered 
policy almed at reasonable goais. More and more the missiles become the substitute for 
the abeent policy-making. These missiles give the illusion of movement, if only 
because they promise more security to the bellevers, and they begin to dodge control. 


— — —— — — — — — 


President Carstens Comments 
M261207 Maing ZDPF Television Network in German 1810 CMT 23 Oct 83 


‘Interview with President tarl Carstens by Hans-Joachim Reiche in Bonn; date not given 
-- recorded! 


lText!) [Reiche|) “rr President, you watched and observed the past week from the vantage 
point of your office — meaning aloof from political involvement. You recently said in 
the (nited States that you understand the fear and anxiety in the country. Do you also 
underetand the actions of the past week’ 


[Carstens| Yes, I do. I have understanding for those people wio are concerned that in 
our country, where a large number of nuclear explosives are already located, more 
nuclear .eapons will be deployed. However, I also said in the United States -- and I 
repeat it now -- that a rational approach to the issue will show, I think, that an 
imbalance has been created by the deployment of several hundred $5-20 missiles in the 
Soviet Union. It has beon my firm conviction for severa’ decades that a balance of 
military forces is the best guarantee for peace. 


[Reiche!] Mr President, the discussion in our country is being quite emotionally waged. 
be you believe that it can be made to become more objective’ 


lcaretens! I think everyone should try to achieve that. Of course, in a democracy it 
is appropriate for everyone to vigorously present his own views, but in doing so, he 
should never lose respect for others. Politicians, ae well as all fellow citizens, 
should continue to be able to look each other in the eye, no matter what (wsition they 
hold on this subject. 


[Reiche! Can vou contribute to making the discussion more objective’ 


[Caretens! In my speeches, I have repeatedly tried to express the idea that tolerance 
is part of democracy, that it is necessary to reconcile onese)f to the fact that fellow 
citizens will hold different views on important tesues, and that we must be determined 
to uphold what unites all of us. 
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[Reiche] Some people in the peace movement -- not many, but enough -- claims a right 
to be able to resist in this issue. Mr President, do our Constitution and democracy 
provide such a right? 


[Carstens}] In my opinion, no. A right to resist against dictatorships and against 
people wishing to set up a dictatorship in our country has been providec in our 
Constitution. Resistance against a democratic nation of justice is absurd, and what 
we have is a democratic nation of justice. Thus, as far as I am concerned, there can 
be no such thing as resistance or a right to resist. 


[Reiche] Mr President, during the past few years -- not just in the past week -- the 
number of demonstrations has increased. The citizens obviously want to have their 
say not only in the voting booth, but also on other occasions they consider to be 
important. I: this continues, do you think it would tend to reduce the competence 
and responsibility of the government and parliament? 


[Carstens}] As long as demonstrations proceed as they did last week, I do not see such 
a danger. There was some violence at the beginning and at the end, but by and large 
they were peaceful. However, it remains to be determined whether blocking access to 
public buildings and ministries is covered by the law on demonstrations. As long as 
the citizens utilize their right to peaceful demonstrations, there i+, in my opinion, 
not the slightest danger to the democratic system. On the contrary, it is their right. 
However, it must remain clear that the actual decision [on counterarmament] must be 
made by the government and parliame..t. 


FDP Spokesman's Assessment 
DW261007 Mainz ZDF Television Network in German 1810 GMT 23 Oct 83 


[Interview with Dr Irmgard Adam-Schwaetzer, FDP secretary general, by unidentified 
correspondent in Bonn; date not given -- recorded] 


[Text] [Question] Mrs Adam-Schwaetzer, can the peace movement still be ignored, and 
ignored by parliament as well, in view of the protest potential which became evident 
last week, if only in « purely numerical way? 


[Adam-Schwaetzer! To begin with, we must bear in mind that by no means were all of the 
organized rallies attended by as many people from the peace movement as the organizers 
had hoped. They quite obviously overrated their own strength. That is one aspect, 
another is that what the organizers had also hoped for did not materialize -- a broad 
movement of support from the people. This makes it quite clear that the desire for 
peace expressed here is definitely shared by all citizens, but that support for the 
peace movement among the people is much weaker than had been hoped. 


[Question] Liberals strongly claim as their own the promotion of the protection and 
defense of the individual. However, the forms of protest developed within the peace 
movement often disturb and inhibit the individual. What I have in mind is bloctades, 
human chains, and similar actions. Shouldn't the Liberal Party in particular protest 


this? 


{Adam-Schwaetzer] The right to demonstrate is a basic one, and all of us are called 
upon to protect it. We will definitely insist that these basic rights not be curtailed. 
This also means that other citizens, individual citizens, must put up with a slight 
reduction in their comfort. However, this has to be in the proper proportion. 
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However, what I find objectionable from the viewpoint of a nation of justice is the 
fact that violations of law have been quite purposefully employed as a provocation. 
At this point, liberals in particular must sensitively react with their awareness of the 
nation of justice. It is impossible to say today what the effects of this will be. 
During the next few months we will have to carefully watch what sort of actions are 
organized. 


CDU Secretary Ceneral Comments 
Wd260929 Mainz ZDF Television Network in German 1810 GMT 23 Oct 83 


[Interview with CDU Secretary General Heiner Geissler by correspondent Peter Ellgaard 
in Bonn; date not given] 


[Text] [®ilgaard) Mr Geissler, your party has the largest group in the Bundestag 
and is also the party the chancellor to belongs. What impact did the action week of the 
peace twovement have on your policy? 


[\Gelssler| We can very well understand that many people are afraid. However, under 
these difficult circumstances, fear and emotions make poor advisers. The West has 
been disarming for 10 years while the Soviet Union has tremendously built up its 

arms arsenal. Responsibility [for decisions on counterarmament] rests with the freely 
elected German parliament and the Federal Government. In view of this fact, if Ceneva 
fails to produce any agreements, we should give the Soviet Union a clear signal through 
the implementation of the NATO two-track decision so that the Soviet Union will dis- 
continue turning up the mad arms spiral. 


[Ellgaard! In the past you personally came out repeatedly and quite critically against 
the peace movement and its composition. Have you changed your assessment following 
this week? 


[Geissler| In my opinion, these movements and these demonstrations throughout Europe 
will result in a dangerous consequence because they reinforce the Soviet Union's belief 
that it can continue arming without restraint and without making any concessions. The 
danger also exists that the Soviet Union believes that it can use them -- these move- 
ments don't want this, but the Soviet Union believes that it can — to weaken the Western 
alliance internally, here and in Europe, or to destroy this alliance, which is the 
Soviet Union's actual objective. 


[El'gaard|] Mr Geissler, how do you visualize the peace movement's future especially 
if the West goes through with counterarmament? 


[Gelesler! This will decisively depend on the Social Democrats. Anyone who, like 
Willy Brandt and now the Social Democrats, fights the NATO two-track decision is 
ultimately promoting a withdrawal from the Western alliance. What is involved 

is the old question of where Germany stands. Twice in German history we were on the 
wrong side. We want to be on the right side, that is, on the side of Western alliance. 
This is what really matters. If the Social Democrats want to withdraw from the 
western alliance, then they are embarking on a course toward neutralism. This is a 
course which we don't want to follow, and I believe that in thie regard the vast 
majority of the German people are on our side. 





VII. 27 Oct 83 J 12 FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF GERMANY 


DKP’s Mies Assesses Results 
61313 Duesseldorf UNSERE ZEIT in Cerman 25 Oct 83 p 2 


[“Excerpts” from statement by DKP Chairman Herbert Mies; “published in Bonn on 
Saturday”! 


Text] “With the participation of several million people in the action week, the 
people's rallies in Bonn, Hamburg, and Stuttgart/Neu-Ulm became what they were 

intended to be -- avast and unmistakable manifestation of the people's will. They 

were a true referendum which deprived the government of its legitimacy and parliament of 
its mandate to decide on the deployment of new U.S. tuclear missiles against the will 

of the majority of people. This is the essential, impressive, and permanent feature 

of this action day, which proviled all of us with additonal strength and optimism. 


“The day of people's rallies was an expression of what unites the peace movement. 

It was a signpost for the future development of the peace movement, and it makes it 
easier to answer the question about its future prospects. However, this day also 
provides an indication of the dangers threatening the further strengthening of the 
peace movement, its unity, and its future. Self-representation by the essential 

forces supporting the FRC peace movement is absolutely indispensable; it is a necessity, 
and is expressive of their strength, unity, and diversity. Party quarrels, attempts 

to look the best, or claims to leadership should have no place in the peace movement -- 
also in connection with the selection of speakers for people's rallies -- just as 
anticommunism, the ouster of communists, or even thoughts such as ‘whoever is not our 
friend is our enemy’ are out of place. There should only be partners, and no opponents 
in the future. At any rate, we communists go by that rule. 


“Just as the other forces of the peace movement, we now turn to the forthcoming 
preparations for the ‘post autumn’ period. We will make our contribution to the discus- 
sion on the future prospects of the peace movement; we will participate in enlightening 
increasingly larger segments of our people about the causes of the danger of nuclear 
war and the possibilities to reduce it; we will participate in enlisting even more 
millions of people, especially from among the workers, in the peace struggle and the 
peace movement.” 


VOGEL-PZPR DELEGATION TALKS ON POLISH BORDER 





LD252014 Hamburg DPA in German 1737 GMT 25 Oct 83 


{Text} Bonn, 25 Oct (DPA) -- The Social Democrats regard the Oder-Neisse line as 
defined in the Warsaw Agreement of 1970 as Poland's western frontier. This view was 
reaffirmed by Chairman of the SPD Bundestag group Hans-Jochen Vogel on Tuesday at a 
meeting with a PZPR parliamentary delegation headed by Kazimierz Barcikowski. The 
delegation is in Bonn until Friday at Vogel's invitation and will also meet representa- 
tives of the government parties and Bundestag President Rainer Barzel. 


Vogel stressed that the SPD stands by the word and spirit of the Warsaw Agreement. This 
has proven to be a strong bridge of understanding between the two peoples. Vogel 

called for joint efforts to end the nuclear arms race. Within the framework of their 
alliances, Poles and Germans should do what they can to use opportunities for 

compromise with regard to the negotiations in Geneva between the United States and 

the USSR on medium-range missiles in Europe. 
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BANQUET REMARKS OF GENSCHER, COSTA RICA'S FAIT 





L02523¢63 Hamburg DPA in German 2216 GMT 25 Oct 83 


Text] Bonn, 25 Oct (DPA) -- The tensions in Central America and the sharpening of the 
situation in the wake of the occupation of Grenade have strengthened Costa Pica’s inten- 
tio; of declaring its neutrality unilaterally and “irrevocably” on 17 November. This 
decision is irreversible, First Vice President of Costa Rica Alberto Fait said in Bonn 
today. 


Fait was the guest of honor at a banquet given by Federal Foreign Minister Hans-Dietrich 
Genscher in the Godesberg Redoute. He stressed that Costa Rica would continue its support 
for the Contadora Group “with all its strength.” He expressly thanked his German hosts 
for tie support of his country’s peace policy and said: “We regard the Federal Republic 
as an ally.” 


In his speech, Genscher praised Costa Rica as an example for the Central American region 
and stated that he would work for interregional cooperation with the European Community, 
in which Costa Rica could play an important role. 


KOHL REPORTS ON SAUDI ARMS PACT, TANK EXCLUSION 





LD261915 Hamburg DPA in German 1807 GMT 26 Oct 83 


[Text] Bonn, 26 Oct (DPA) — Speaking to the Foreign Affairs Committee of the Lower 
House in Bonn on Wednesday, Chancellor Helmut Kohl reaffirmed his readiness to supply 
arms to Saudi Arabia, with the express exclusion of the Leopard II tank. It also became 
known that Kohl also spoke in favor of an exchange of information between the secret 
services of the two countries, but ruled out the sending of German soldiers for training 
purposes to Saudi Arabia on any other sort of military commitment. 


Thus the chancellor was fleshing out information given in the joint German-Saudi communi- 
que at the end of his visit to Jidda on 1] October. This said that both sides had 

agreed to include questions relating to the defense sphere in the cooperation between the 
two countries. As a result, the SPD opposition had expressed concern that Bonn was 
abandoning the fundamental positions of the German defense strategy, according to which 
cooperation with countries outside NATO in this sphere could not be considered. There 
was also criticism from Israel. 


According to information coming from the committee, Kohl said with regard to arms exports 
that there were as yet no specific plans. The nature and extent of such supplies are to 
be discussed during a visit by a committee of Saudi Arabian experts this year. During 
the discussion on Kohl's report, the SPD rejected arms supplies to the Arab kingdom, 
because this would signify and end to Bonn's hitherto relatively restricted arms export 
policy. 


The definitive "No" to the supply of German Leopard II tanks was given last year, it also 
become know, on 10 June under the SPD/FDP government led by Helmut Schmidt. Schmidt 
allowed this refusal, which arose, above all, at the insistence of the SPD, to be con- 
veyed at the ambassadorial level. 
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FIVE POLISH CITIZENS ESCAPE TO W. BERLIN 





LD251456 Hamburg DPA in German 1435 CMT 25 Oct 83 


[Excerpt] Berlin, 25 Oct (DPA) -- Five Polish citizens managed to escape to West 
Berlin in a private aircraft this afternoon. They landed at 1432 at the U.S. military 
airfield of Tempelhof. 


The responsible authorites said that according to initial information, it was not a case 
of hijacking. The passengers in the plane -- four adults and a child -- were received 
at Tempelnof Airfield by representatives of the U.S. authorities and questioned about 
their flight. Later, as is usual in such cases, they will be interviewed by the state 
protection authorities of the Berlin police. 


NUCLEAR SAFETY MEASURES DISCUSSED WITH GDR 





LD252015 Hamburg DPA in German 1801 GMT 25 Oct 83 


[Text] Bonn, 25 Oct (DPA) -- Experts from the Federal Interior Ministry and GDR 
representatives met in Bonn today for an initial talk on questions of the security 
of technical nuclear installations and on radiation and disaster protection. The 
ministry said that the talk, held at the senior civil servant level, took place in 
a business-like and open atmosphere. Both sides stressed that security measures for 
the protection of the population and labor protection in the peaceful use of nuclear 
energy is a matter of the highest priority for them. 


Interior Minister Friedrich Zimmermann said he was pleased that it has already been 
possible to discuss specific questions of reactor safety and waste management. This 
means that a good starting position for further cooperation between the two German 
states in this sphere has been achieved. It was learned that among the topics discussed 
was the possibility of an exchange of information in cases of breakdowns. Questions 
relatirg to the nuclear waste dump at Gorlebeden in Lower Saxony are also said to have 
been discussed. The talks will be continued. 
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LD261253 Paris Domestic Service in French 1200 GMT 26 Oct 83 


[Excerpt! The military situation in Crenada was mentioned in Paris this ~orning during 
the Council of Ministers meeting at the Elysee Palace chaired by Francois “itterrand. 
Here is a report trom the Elysee Palace by (Patric Jaquin): 


France condemns the U.S. intervention in Crenada as it has always condemned undertakings 
of this type. This statement by Francois “Mitterrand during the Council of Ministers 
sets the tone -- a hard tone -- of the French reaction to the landing of “arines on the 
island of Grenada. The president of the Republic recalled that France is seeking to 
preserve balance everywhere where it can act and where there is a risk of peace slipping 
into war. Francois Mitterrand also stressed the following point: Right is indivisible. 
International society, he said, rests on principles, in particular the right of peoples 
to self-determination, which have the same validity everywhere. 


Mauroy Comments 
LD261551 Paria Domestic Service in French 15°90 CMT 26 Oct 83 


[Text] Prime Minister Pierre Mauroy has just spoken in the National Assembly about the 
American intervention in Crenada: With the information we presently have, nothing can 
justify the direct U.S. intervention and that of several Caribbean states against the 
sovereignty of Grenada, a member of the Commonwealth, Mauroy said in essence. We can 
only condemn this attack against international law, the prime minister added before 
concluding: The principles of our policy are immutable no matter what countries are 
involved. 


I remind you that Francois Mitterrand himself in the Cabinet meeting this morning of fi- 
clally condemned the American action in that area of the Caribbean. 


Further on Mauroy Statement 
10262245 Paris Domestic Service in French 2100 OMT 26 Oct 83 


[Text] Today it is clear that France has positively condemned the American landing, and 
this was done on the eve of the meeting in Seine-Saint-Cloud of the four foreign minis- 
ters from the member countries of the multinational force in Lebanon. The situation in 
Beirut is one thing, the problem of the Caribbean islands another -- in substance 

this is what Pierre Mauroy said. The prime minister was at the National Assembly this 
afternoon: 


[Begin Mauroy recording] In Lebanon, France helps defend the right of nations to 
self-determination. This right must be respected under all latitudes. According to the 
information we have at present, nothing can justify the direct intervention of the 
(nited States and that of some states of the Caribbean against the sovereignty of 
Grenada, a member of the Commonvealth. We can only condemn this attack against inter- 
national law especially as an American envoy had just given assurances that his fellow 
countrymen on the island were in no way threatened, and all the more so as there is no 
pact which allows such an action. [end recording] 
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Minister Fiterman Interview 
LD2622%6 Paris Domestic Service in French 1425 CYT 26 Oce 43 


[40-minute interview with Transportation Minister Charles Fiterman by France Inter 
correspondents, moderated by Rubert Schneider -- live! 


[Excerpts] [Schneider] Minister Fiterma., you are the most popular communist in France; 
you are also one of the most appreciated ministers of the Mauroy government. Yet you 
are one of the most discreet: You have not participated in any radio or television 
program for almost 5 months. Thank you for accepting the France Inter invitation. 


Four days after the Beirut drama, 24 hours after the events in Grenada, 48 hours before 
the opening of the So lalist Party congress, here to interview you this evening are: 
Arlette Chabot and bernard Valette from the political section; Jean Girardot from the 
economic and soctal section; and Michel Berthelemy from the diplomatic section. 


The issue of interest this evening is, of course, the American intervention in Grenada, 
an intervention condemned by France. Is there, in your view, a danger of conflagration 
throughout the Caribbean region’ And more generally, is a return to the cold war to be 
feared’ 


[Fiteraan|] When arms start talking there is always a danger, a danger of a skid, a 
danger of the generalization of a conflict. Regarding this particular affair, it is 
both derilsory and unacceptable, because in any case the Americans cannot claim that 

that tiny state was threatening them in any possible way. On the other hand, as stated 
by President Francois Mitterand and by the french Covernment, there is a violation of 
the principles of international law, interference against state sovereignty, interfer- 
ence in internal affairs which cannot be acceptably implemented without the agreement of 
and at the direct request of the legitimate government of the country. Consequently, /¢ 
is quite obvious that such an initiative and its consequences can oniy cause concern. 


You spoke of the cold war. I belleve we are not yet there, if you are referring to the 
period following World War II, the postwar years. However, it is true that there are 
certain worrying signs of a deterioration in the international situation, an exacerba- 
tion of tensions, and I believe that we must be careful and do everything to resist this 
trend, this skid, and we must take a stund every time there is a risk of tension, a risk 
of war, in order to help negotiations, talks, and the political solution to problems. 


[Berthelemy] When you speak of Grenada and you speak of a tiny state, there is another 
state which is very small compared with the size of the United States which is called 
Cuba and which, we know, is very important and very active in the region. How do you 
interpret this American reaction, the American adventure in Grenada? 


[Fiterman] Well, I stick to the facts; I do not want to embark on speculation. As 
regards to Grenada, I am told there are Cubans in this country. To my knowledge they 
were invited there by the government of that country and that is why they are there. 
Fven if there are Cubans there, I do not see this as justifying a military intervention 
Which is -- and I repeat, it was said by the French Government, and this is also what 
British Government is saying, maybe not in quite the same terms, and others are saying 
it too — is an intervention contrary to the norms that ought to prevail in interna- 
tional relations. If we were to embark on the principle that any state, primarily all 
the superpowers, may consider that they have the right to intervene wherever the policy 
of a country does not sult them, we would be heading for a world war; that is quite 


clear. 
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[Unident ified correspondent] The American intervention in Crenada was condemned by the 
goverame:t, by the Communist Party and by the Socialist Party. it is not the same in 
the case of lebanon, where the president of the Republic upon returning from his visit 
to Beirur said very clearly that France will remain, whereas the PCE maintains its 
stance of sdvocating a negotiated solution within the United Nations, ad If no solution 
is reachec, 4 withdrawal of the French soldiers. Uoes this not constitute a serious 
divergence within the majority?” 


[Fiterman| Not at all. I believe this is a2 somewhat rushed and forced outlook, if I 
may Gay 80, On problem, primarily because I absolutely share the deep feeling of the 
French men and women faced with the Belrut attack, and I most categorically condemn that 
bloody provocation. I believe that the exceptional and symbolic visit to Beirut by the 
president of the Republic has clearly shown this feeling of condemnation by the French 
people. This being sald, [words indistinct caused by interruption] the problem does not 
arise. The division is not between those who want to remain in Beirut and those who 
want to leave. The debate, I belleve, is between peace and war, between those who want 
to avoid the bloody confrontations between communities, who want to avoid the blowing up 
of this Lebanon, those who want a democratic and united Lebanon, an independent Lebanon, 
and who, for that reason, wish to contribute as possible -- and France can contribute 
because of its links with that country, and it even has a duty to do so — to contribute 
to the dialogue between the communities, to contribute to the reconcillation of those 
communities in order to achieve a solution and the end of foreign occupation. The 
debate is betveen those and the others who deliberately choose one community in prefec- 
ence to another, and who are willing to involve our country in the confrontation, in 
the exacerbation of confrontations, and in adventures that could even result in a gevcer- 
alized conflict in the region. This is the true debate, the crux of the matter. In 
this debate, as far as I am concerned, | participate; well, I took part this afternoon 
in the National Assembly debate. 


[Chabot] Let us discuss Euromissiles. What is your opinion of this sentence by 
Yrancoile Mitterrand: Pacifiem is tn the West and the Euromissiles are in the East? 


[Piterman! Everyone expresses himelf in his own way. It is not because I am a member 
of a government that I cannot have my own way of saving things and my own views. I am 

a member of this government based on a general agreement. Today conditions are such 

that I have no reason to leave this government. J do not know; I continue to work within 
it. [Passage indistinct caused by interruptions |} 


Listen, as regards this question of the Euromissiles, I had the opportunity to express 
myself at considerable length the last time I was in a television studio; and I con- 
cluded all that I said on the matter with fundamental explanations to the effect that 
peace must indeed be based on the balance of strength. We must make sure that this 
balance is observed, and thus those who have all the information to be able to assess 
this balance — which in fact is not my case -- all those should meet, discuss, compre- 
hensively discuss, and make every effort so that conclusions are reached, not in the 
direction of arms upgrading, but in the direction of disarmament. This is what I wish, 
wiat | can wish. Thies being sald, I concluded my remarks at the time wtih a very 
clear-cut statement to the effect that it would not be over this issue that I and my 
communiat friends would be brought to leave the government. I confirm this today. 








FRANCE 


.- 
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UK, ITALY, U.S., FRANCE TO DISCUSS LEBANON 


NWC270707 Paria AFP in English 9706 CMT 27 Oct 83 


[Text] Paris, Oct 27 (AFP) -- Americ Secretary of State George Shultz arrived here 
today for a meeting with European col!eagues on the peacekeeping force in Lebanon. 


The meeting, to be attended by the foreign ministers of Britain, France, and Italy is 
being held today near Paris. 


Further Details 
NC271014 Paris AFP in English 1003 CMT 27 Oct 83 


[Text] Celle-Saint-Cloud, France, Oct 27 (AFP) -- The foreign ministers of the four 
nations participating in the Lebanese multinational peacekeeping force -- Britain, 
France, Italy and the United States -- met here today to discuss the force's future role 
after Sunday's bomb attacks on the French and U.S. contingents. 


The ministers were scheduled to particularly examine technical ways of increasing secur- 
ity. Observers here belleved that U.S. intervention in Grenada would also be on the 
agenda of this one-day meeting in a chateau just outside the capital. 


MAUROY AFFIRMS TROOPS TO REMAIN IN LEBANON 
10261723 Paris Domestic Service in French 1700 GMT 26 Oct 83 


[Text] Prime Minister Pierre Mauroy spoke this afternoon in front of a virtually full 
house and a very attentive audience in the National Assembly about Lebanon. The prime 
minister reiterated France's determination to remain in Lebanon. How can we refuse to 
assume our responsibilities when the Lebanese people of all tendencies, ranging from 

President al-Jumayyil to the Muslim Druse leader Junblatt agree that our departure from 
Lebanon would be catastrophic, he said. france will continue along the chosen way, 

concluded Plerre Mauroy. Let us recall that the French force in Lebanon is, above all 


things, one of peace. 


Defense Ministry on Casualties 


NC271022 Paris AFP in English 0743 CMT 27 Oct 83 


[Text] Paris, Oct 27 (AFP) — The French Defense Ministry said here today the number of 
French soldiers killed in Sunday's bombing of their barracks in Beirut had risen to 56, 
with 15 wounded and two still reported missing. The earlier toll was 52. The number of 
Americans killed in the simultaneous attack on U.S. Marines Headquarters rose yesterday 


to 219, 


LE MONDE Views Bombings 
PM261159 Paris LE MONDE in French 25 Oct 83 p 1 


[Fditorial: “Causing Chaos"] 


{Text] Lebanon, a battlefield on which all interests clash and on which any kind of 

blow is permitted, has just been the scene of an astounding massacre of crack soldiers 
whe died in the hundreds without having fought for the sake of keeping a peace which 
is violated daily, and as victims of suicide commandos which the Marines Corps had not 


encountered since the Japanese kamikazes long ago. 
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It is possible to point to the perpetrators of this revolting massacre without too much 
danger of error: a handful of fanatics desperate for martydon. It is als enown that 
the meticulousness of the operation, the logistical organization, the choice of targets, 
and the simultaneity of the attacks presuppose very well-equipped instivators, and hence 
states. 

Aside from the “style” of this mass cre -- its completely insane and disproportionate 
character -- it constituted a message between states, and its targets make no tistake 
about that. It is aimed at the “Western solution,” which the Americans -- partly 

because of their blunders and their inability to win over their Israeli allies -- have 
been unable to impose in the region. “The patriotic force’ bold operation” hailed by 
Libya -- the only state to say such a thing -- is clearly intended to oust the sulti- 
national force, which is currently one of the main trump cards held by the Lebanese state, 
which is caught in a vise and threatened with the country's partition. 


This crime is a terrible blow for France and the United State«a, which dignity and good 
sense nonetheless prevent them from capitulating. With 1 year to go before the U.S. 
presidential election, it is likely to have a major effect on the outcome, and it is 

not impossible that this consideration was taken into account by those who created the 
booby trap. On the Lebanese domestic scene, President al-Jumayyil has been dealt a 
severe blow, and nobody knows whether the national reconciliation congress, stil! 

planned for the end of October, will provide a saving impetus or increase the antagonisn. 
Nonetheless, one encouraging sign is Mr Junblatt's statement that the withdrawal of the 
French contingent would be “disastrous.” 


Indeed, chaos would threaten Lebanon if the multinational forcewere to withdraw after an 
admission of bitter failure. The state which has been reconstituted in Lebanon is 
certainly threatened and embattled on all sides. If it vanishes, legitimacy will sink 
with it, and temporary coalitions, under pressure from foreign countries, will merely 
precede a collapse that would be unacceptable to Paris. 


PRESIDENT MITTERRAND ARRIVES IN TUNISIA 


For coverage of President Mitterrand's visit to Tunisia, including his arrival in Tunis, 
see the Tunisian section of the 27 October Middle East and Africa DAILY REPORT and sub- 


sequent issues. 
REPORTAGE ON PCF'S MARCHAIS VISIT TO CONGO 


For Brazzaville radio and Paris AFP reports on the visit by Georges Marchais, French 
Communist Party secretary general, to the Congo, see the Central Africa section of the 
27 October Middle East and Africa DAILY REPORT and subsequent issues. 


LE MONDE SEES NUCLEAR POLICY ' CONSENSUS' 


PM211454 Paris LE MONDE in French 18 Oct 83 p 1 


[Editorial: “The French ‘Consensus'" |] 


[Text] At a time when our neighbors are openly displaying the disagreements and states 
of mind caused by the forthcoming deployment of the U.S. missiles on their territory, 
France's situation in Furope seems more unique than ever. 


While openly adopting a stance on an Atlantic decision in which our country was not 
originally involved, Mr Mitterrand apparently not only maintained the consensus on 
defense policy observed over the past few years by the main political forces, but even 


extended it. 
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inder be Gaulle, the policy of detente with the Eastern Bloc encountered opposition from 
the traditional Right, whereas the Left was allergic to the nuclear force. Although 
that situation was moderated, it persisted until the very last years of “Mr Giscard 
d*tstaing’s mandate, and it is only now that virtual unanimity is observed on the 
subject: Nobody is surprised any longer to see “rs Simone Veil unreservedly approve 
what Mr Mitterrand said in Belgium, or to see Mr Chirac, Mr Pons, and Mr Gaudin comle- 
ment the president om his “very firm” attitude. Even this Monday's edition of 
L°HUMANITE Is careful mot to criticize the government and reserves its attacks for the 
Right. 


It is true that this consensus, which is remarkable in itself, is still a “hollow” 
consensus that is not free from ulterior motives. The PCF obviously cannot sincerely 
support -- and it has already made this known -— a policy which gives offense to its 
Soviet friends. Within the PS, the Center for Socialist Studies, Research, and Educa- 
tion joins with the treditional advocates of the Franco-Russian alliance from the other 
parties to warn against an attitude which is too close to U.S. ideas. The CFDT has just 
reached an agreement with the Codena [expansion unknown! opponents (the only French 
movement which bears a resemblance, on a much smaller scale, to the pacifist organiza- 
tions in the neighboring European countries) to demonstrate against the missiles. That 
alliance is probably based on ambiguity (by demanding the “destruction” of the Soviet 
SS-20 missiles, the CFDT is adopting Mr Mitterrand’s positions...and even Mr Reagan's 
zero option, but the operation shows a desire to seize on the pacifist aspirations which 
are still deep-rooted in the traditional sections of the Left. 


On the Right, note should be taken of the “deviation” made by Mr Pinton in opposing the 
French deterrence policy, and especially of the strange attitude of Mr Barre, the only 
opposition leader who gave an unfavorable verdict on Mr Mitterrand's speech to the 
Bundestag in ‘January, and who accuses the government — and the opposition — in fairly 
velled terms of “going too far" on the Euromissiles. 


Not that the former prime minister criticizes the NATO decision, but like Mr Giscard 
d’Estaing, it seems he would have preferred more discreet support, not ruling out the 
pursuit of dialogue and trade with Moscow, the only point on which he supported the 
government was the conclusion of the Euro-Siberian gas pipeline contract immediately 


following the coup in Poland. 


In other words, the French consensus is still at the mercy of a few deviations both on 
the Right and on the Left. Paris’ firmness in this affair depends more than ever on 
the president's personal attitude -- an attitude whose constancy has just been confirmed 


by what he said in Belgiun. 


SOCIALIST PARTY CONGRESS BEGINS 28 OCT 








NC261451 Parish AFP in English 1345 GMT 26 Oct 83 


IBy Veronique Decoudu] 


[Text] Paris, Oct 26 (AFP) — The ruling French Socialist Party's three-day annual 
congress starting Friday will have France's economic situation as its main theme, 
despite two major international crisis boiling up over Lebanon and Grenada. Neither 
will cause serious divisive factors within the party, nor will the French military 
intervention in Chad, the Western deployment of Euromissiles or the peace rallies in 


Furope. 
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The congress at Bourg-en-Presse, central France, will be held in a morose atmosphere, 
given the euphoria of the left-wing victory of May 10, 1981, which ended 23 vears of 
Caullist rule. 


The congress is important because it is being held sidway between the 1981 elections 
and the parliamentary elections of 1986 at a time when opinions are divided over the 
government's econonic options. 


Som socialists give unconditional support to Economics Minister Jacques Delors, who 
laid down « harsh austerity plan last March aimed at cutting down the huge foreign 
exchange deficit and fighting inflation and wnemployment, for which he was bitterly 
criticised. 


The three sain trends in the Socialist Party are led by Agriculture Minister Michel 
Roard, Presler Pierre Mauroy and the "Mitterrandists” of Secretary-General Lione! 
Jospin. 


Many “Mitterrandists” last spring were supporting a programme centered on reducing 

the number of unemployed, woicu is hovering at about 2 million, even if this meant 
quitting the European Monetary Sysisa “"’S). But they have been forced “by necessity” 
to approve the Delors austerity plan. 


The supporters of former Industry Minister Jean-Pierre Chevenement, head of the left- 
wing of the party, find themselves in a minority. They consider that the austerity 
programme is heading straight for failure, and that sooner or later another policy will 
have to be adopted with a different exchange policy taking the franc out of the EMS 
and controlling imports, while giving priority to the fight against wnemployment. 


When delegates were being elected for the congress, the left-wing increased its score 
to 18 percent of party militants. Nevertheless the left-wing would be ready to join 
the majority in certain conditions. 


The Socialist Party, which has an absolute majority in the National Assembly, has 
somehow failed to change from its old opposition stance to that of a dynamic national 
force. 


The forthcoming congress will aim at forging a party unity giving full support to 
President Mitterrand, without in any way questioning the alliance with the Communist 
Party, which is more than ever necessary with the series of successes scored recently in 
local elections by the conservative opposition. 


TWO KILLED IN EXPLOSION ON NAVY SUBMARINE 








NWC221128 Paris AFP in English 1121 GMT 22 Oct 83 


[Text] Toulon, Southern France, Oct 22 (AFP) — Twopeople were killed and two seriously 
injured early today in an explosion on a French submarine off the Mediterranean port of 
Sete, near Marseilles, the Navy announced. Captain Dominique Gilbert was among the 
injured. 


The explosion on the Doris, of the French Mediterranean fleet, took place at 4 a.m. in 
a room housing the sub's battery pack. The sub was on the surface at the time. 


The extent of the damage and the cause of the blast were not immediately known, although 
the Doris was able to return to Sete under its own stean. 


The Doris is a diesel-powered, 700-ton vessel of the Daphnee class, armed with 12 
torpedo-launching tubes. Although the number of crew members aboard was not known, it 
usually carries 53 men, including six officers and 28 junior officers. 
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REPORTAGE OS REACTION TO INVASION OF GRENADA 


Craxi Voices ‘Disapproval 
AU2708653 Bome ANSA in English 0835 CYT 27 Oct 83 


[Text] ‘(ANSA) -- Rome, October 27 -- Italy's “disapproval” of the invasion of the 
Caribbean island sation of Grenada Tuesday by an American force of Marines and 
paratroopers flanked by soldiers from six Caribbean countries was voiced last sight 
by Prenier Settino Craxi who described the landing as a “perilous precedent” in « 
foreign policy address to the Senate. 


Responding to a series of queries filed on developments in Lebanon, where Italian troops 
ate deployed in Beirut in the aultilateral peacekeeping force along with French, ©.S., 
and British contingents, and on other areas of Rome Government foreign policy, the 
prenier declared, “the Italian Government can do nothing but disapprove of the 

decision (to invade Marxist Grenada ed.) just as it disapproves of every policy of 
military invasion. 


“It had dangerous precedents, and in turn, represents a perilous precedent,” the socialist 
head of government continued. “We must ask if this was the only viable way of 

assuring the protection of the American citizens on the island and of meeting the 
requirements of United States security”. 


Discussing developments in Lebanon, the premier said that the guerrilla bombings of the 
French and U.S. contingents’ headquarters in the capital Sunday was aimed at “pushing the 
gultilateral force out of Lebanon by striking especially those contingents which had been 
involved earlier is episodes of var.” 


He went on to note that, “there are now in Lebanon some 2,000 Iranian fighters and it i« 
not difficult to imagine new and deadly kamikazis arising owt of their ranks. 


“Ite is a different question when we ask ourselves where so many explosives may have been 
found and how they were able to freely carry out their jobs,” Craxi said. 


Addressing himself to the broader tesues, the premier emphasized that, “in all these weeks, 
pressure has been growing against the multilateral peace force. It came and went, 
generated by those who do not want a peaceful solution or a negotiated national reconcil- 
fation. It comes from the side of those who want a ‘final solution’ for the realization 
of which other massacres would be necessary, and finally, an end to Lebanon as 4 nation”. 


After reconfirming Italy's commitment to stand fast in Beirut, the premier insisted that 
only accord among the Lebanese religious, ethnic, and political factions can avert chaos 
and moved on to the Beirut Government request for Italian neutral observers for the super- 
vision of the shaky month-old cease-fire. Craxi said that Italy was prepared to fulfill 
this request on condition that the observers force is created through the cooperation of 
the governments with troops in the peacekeeping force, that the request is endorsed by 

all the Lebanese sides and Arab countries directly involved, and that the observers are 
linked to the United Nations. 


On U.S.-Seviet intermediate nuclear forces in Furope negotiations in Geneva, the premier 
lamanted that proposals advanced by the two sides thus far have been “unable to break 
the situation of paralysis” surrounding the talke. 


In debate which followed Craxi's statement, a senator of the Communist Party, the big 
opposition alignment second only to the Christian Democrats by a few percentage points, 
declared that “disassociation from an enterprise of banditry its not sufficent™ with 
reference to Craxi'’s remarks on the U.S. invasion of Grenada. 
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in connection with Lebanon, the Communist opposition demanded the Italian pullout fron 
the country an¢ urged the foreign sinister, Giulio Andreotti, to announce « decision along 
these lines in the meeting in Paris today bringing together the diplomat! hie?f of 


the four multilateral peacebeeping nat ions. 


According to the Independent Left senator, Eliseo Milani, Craxi, in his vsemarke on 
Lebanon and the |.5.-Soviet medium range missile talks, fall«ed to stake out «a 
for Italy which is different from the logic followed by the superpowers. 


position 


Spotespersons for the five government parties, the Christian Democrats, the oremier's 
Soctalists, Yepublicans, Social Democrats, and Liberals, all fell in line with the 
government leader's foreign policy display, as did those for the neofascist right. 


Parties Express ‘Concern’ 
LO262106 Bome International Service in Italian 1555 GMT 26 Oct 83 


[Text] All Italian political circles have expressed their concern over the U.S. alilitary 
intervention in the Caribbean island of Grenada, an int .vention which has further 
agaeravated the difficult relations between Fast and West and the international tension 
which has tust been intensified by the grave attacks in Beirut against the international 
peace-keeping contingents, as well as by the Soviet decision to deploy ultramodern 
missiles in fast Germany and Czechoslovakia. 


Thic afternoon Prime Minister Craxi expressed the view of the Italian Government on the 
international crisis in the Senate. The debate was supposed to concern the situation in 
the Lebanon, but, yesterday all political groups submitted questions to learn the 
government "ss opinion on the intervention of the American Marines in Grenada. Apart 

from the questions submitted by the Comaunist and the Proletarian Democracy, the Liberals 
and the Socialists also denounced the violation of international law and asked the govern 
ment to strive for a restoration of independeace ani normality on the island. 


Press ‘Generally Critical’ 
AU261558 Bome ANSA in English 1548 GMT 26 Oct 83 


[Text | ‘(ANSA) — Rome, October 26 -- The Italian press was generaily critical today of 
(nited States President Ronald Reagan's move to invade Grenada, and fearsome of the 
effects the invasion will have on Fast-West relations. The front pages of most dailies 
were entirely taken up by foreign affairs, and by juxtaposition or by editorial Linkage, 
the Grenada invasion was viewed as the latest in a succession of events starting with 
the Beirut bombings and including the Soviet missile deployment plans. 


“In the espace of less than 48 hours”, Rome's LA REPUBBLICA argued, “Reagan managed to 
overshadow the Lebanese crisis with another crisis, one which is just as dramatic, but 
from an opposite political angle”. 


Ae LA REPUBBLICA «aw it, the Marines were put on the counter-attack after their “hunili- 
ation” in Betrut, “and landed on the tiny and unknown island of Crenada...”. 


"Yet thet there is a relationship of cause and effect between the Beirut massacre and the 
Grenada invasion”, the Rome daily said, “but the two events do follow a parallel course”. 
LA SEPURBLICA suggested that “all signs lead to the assumption that the affront suf fered 
in Lebanon speeded up the White House's decision to crush the new regime on the Caribbean 
island”. 
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The link, the puper argues, is of a political nature. “In both cases, Peagan said the 
enemy was the same, the ‘treacherous’ Soviet Union, which is trying to spread Its grip 
through the Middle Fast just like in Central America. And in both circumstances, Feagan 
showed a resolute determination to make use of his military power”. 


Rome's IL MESSACCERO daily traced the invasion to the Soviet Union's announcement this 
week of plans to deploy new missiles in East Germany and Czechoslovakia. “Stupidity or 
sheer cynicism’™" Whichever, for IL MESSAGCERO, “the fact remains that the latest Soviet 
toughening-up would up by leading ‘hawks’ all over the planet to reiterate that it is 
necessary to reply, blow by blow”. [sentence as received] 


It was in this context, and according to this logic, that IL MESSACGGERO viewed the landing 
of Marines in Grenada Tuesday morning. “But from that logic", the Rome daily concluded, 
“used by super-armed military blocs, the entire world is placed in the danger of being 
blown up and disintegrated”. 


Milan's IL GIORNO daily interpreted Reagan's move as disigned to “intimidate” the Sandinist 
government in Nicaragua and Castro in Cuba. The daily assailed the invasion, whatever 
its score as “an overt violation of international law”. 


The military risks of the operation are minimal, so minimal that the invasion, in that 
light, appears “ridiculous and cowardly". But the political price may be very high, not 
least because the United States will now have the job of trying to win world opinion to 
its side. “It will mainly have to win European and domestic opinion at a time when 
tensions are running high on the world scene, and the West itself is ripped by internal 
splits”. 


The only favorable comment came today from Milan's conservative IL GIORNALE daily, which 
attached “significance” to the “gesture” despite the tiny size and population of Grenada. 
Reagan's move, according to IL GIORNALE, reiterates to the world, and not only to the 
Soviet Union, that th United States will not stand for violent actions aimed at altering 
the political status quo. “And, in particular, it will not stand for it in the areas 
close to its frontiers. It won't tolerate it, and it replie. with sending the Marines 
in", IL GIORNALE said. 


The Socialist Party newspaper AVANTI merely registered the fact that the area of crisis 
has extended to the Caribbean, “endangering East-West relations” and making “peace more 
fragile”. 


The Christian Democrat's IL POPOLO daily termed the invasion "a grave decision", and 
deemed the American move “out of proportion" and “dangerous” for the tensions it has 
built up. 


The Communist Party newspaper L'UNITA pointed that the Italian party had criticized “acts 
of this type” when they came from the Soviet Union. "We await now the same evidence of 
independence and conviction from non-communist Italian parties and from the Rome govern- 
ment in the form of a ‘clear condemnation’ of the U.S. aggression in Grenada”. 








— — — — 


AL?61443 Rome ANSA in English 0820 GMT 26 Oct 83 


[Text] (ANSA) — London, October 26 -- Italy and Great Britain confirmed their 
willingness to maintain peacekeeping contingents in Lebanon and to consider sending 
neutral observers to supervise the cease-fire there during consultations held here 
Tuesday between Italian Defence Minister Giovanni Spadolini and the British defense 
secretary, Michael Heseltine. 











Ketore his ceparsture from London for Washington, where he is slatec tu meet U.S. 
Dbetense Secretary Caspar Weinberger today, Spadolini told newsmen that he a ese tine 
had not discussed reducing or enlarging their countries’ contingents in the multilateral] 


force and declared, “also, Secretary Heseltine excluded in the most catevoric way the 
idea of « withdrawal from the multilateral force.” 

Keterring to the prospect of sending neutral observers into the Ash-Shuf revion to 
patrol the cease-fire, the Italian defense chief said, “everything is much more difficult 
now, after the assaults on the Marines and the French paratroopers”. He acded, “Italy 
hopes that the multilateral peace force and the observers of the United Nations will 


be enlarved to include other countries”. 


lm the issue of medium-range nuclear missiles in Europe, Spadolini said he has asked 
his Britis! lleague for an assessment of the Soviet threat aired at the weerend to 
install new Soviet missiles in East Germany and Czechoslovakia. 


"It is seen a5 a polemical move aimed a demonstrating a tough Soviet response” to the 
initial deployment in Europe of NATO Pershing-II and cruise missiles, the Italian 
minister said and went on, “but we are oriented towards viewing it on a tactical level 
which does not exclude, precisely because it is a tough gesture, the possibility of 
resuming nezotiations, and we are still convinced that the path of negotiations and 
the search for agreement are without an alternative.” 


After his stopover in Washington Tuesday evening and Wednesday, the Italian defense 
chief will travel on to Chateau Montebello in Canada for the 4th ministerial session 


ot the NATO Nuclear Planning Group. 


LEBANON COMMANDER ON DEFENSE READINESS 


— — — 





AU261538 Rome ANSA in English 1530 GMT 26 Oct 43 


[Text] (ANSA) — Rome, October 26 — Italy is fully prepared to defend itself if 
attacked in Beirut, according to General Franco Angioni, the officer in command of the 
Italian contingent in the multinational peacekeeping force in Beirut. 


In an incerview in Rome's LA REPUBBLICA daily today, Angioni took great diplomatic care 
in replying to questions carrying politicai implications. We said, for example, that 


he believed it was right from a “humane” point of view for Italy to keep forces in 
Beirut. 


"The intentions and the desire of the Italian Government and of the Army chief of staff 
are still those of contributing to the process of pacification in Lebanon”, Angioni 
said, “And it is for this reason", he added, “that the Italian soldier considers his 


duty to be proper”. 


Angioni gave assurances thet everything was being done to reduce the risks to which 
Italian soldiers may be exposed in Lebanon to a minimum, and orders to that effect 
have been handed down by the Army chief of staff. The Italian contingent, he added, 
has experimented [with] defense exercises for the past fourteen months. “We hope 
they stand up to the test, which we hope never comes", the general said. 
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KEPORTACE ON REACTION TO GRENADA INVASION 


Covernament Calls For Withdrawal 
LD262059 Madrid Domestic Service in Spanish 1900 CMT 26 Oct 83 


Text! Among the condemnations of the United States for the use of force, we now give 
you that of the Spanish Government, which has issued an official note in which it asks 
for the withdrawal of foreign forces from Crenada. Here is government spokesman 
Eduardo Stoillos: 


[Begir. recording] The Spanish Government has followed with great concern the deteriora- 
tion of the situation on the Caribbean island of Grenada, which culminated in the 
violent death of the prime minister and other members of the Crenadian Government 

and in the military intervention of foreign forces. The Spanish Government reiterates 
its invariable and principled position against interference in internal affairs and the 
use of force, especially foreign military intervention, outside the bounds of what is 
laid down in the UN Charter. The government expresses its concern over this military 
action, which not only affects the free determination of a member of the international 
community, but could increase tension in a region of America in which Spain is 
endeavoring to contribute to negotiated peaceful solutions to the various conflicts. 
The government considers as urgent the withdrawal of foreign forces and the reestab- 
lishment of the conditions that would enable the people of Grenada to freely decide 
their own future. [end recording] 


Fraga ‘In Agreement’ 
LD262006 Madrid in Spanish to Europe 1400 GMT 26 Oct 83 


[Text] Manuel Fraga, leader of the opposition, has shown himself in agreement, though 
not openly so, with the need for the U.S. intervention in the Caribbean state. Fraga 
said that Crenada is a strategic and vital point for the transport of goods to the 
American Continent. This, he said, made it advisable not to remain inactive in the 
face of the chaotic situation that came about some days ago onthe island. 


Canary Islanders Protest Actions 
LD262233 Madrid Domestic Service in Spanish 1900 GMT 26 Oct 83 


[Text] There was an act of protest today outside the U.S. Consulate in Las Palmas de 
Gran Canaria. A report on this from our sation in Las Palmas: 


At the U.S. Consulate in Las Palmas de Gran Canaria this afternoon, various leftwing 
Canary Islands political organizations handed a letter rejecting the U.S. occupation 
of the Caribpean island of Grenada. The letter was handed over by the former deputy 
of the Union of the Canary Islands People, Fernando Sagaseta, who said in addressing 
the U.S. representative: The letter reflects the Canary Islands people's rejection 
of the obscene invasion of a small nation by one which considers itself to be the 
superpower of civilized countries. 

MORAN'S FOREIGN POLICY ADDRESS TO DEPUTIES 


— — — 


LD261623 Madrid Domestic Service in Spanish 1900 GMT 25 Oct 83 


[Excerpt] The long-awafted debate on the sociaiist government's foreign policy has 
begun in the Congress of Deputies. Minister of Foreign Affairs Fernando Moran defended 
an autonomous foreign policy that shuns mechanical alignment with either of the two 
blocs. In this respect, he referred to our position as regards NATO, one of the two 
blocs, as a situation inherited from the previous government which the present govern- 
ment wants to reappraise without haste. 














_— 
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Although he reiterated the socialists’ promise of a referendum during this legislature, 
he once again did not set a date for it. Moran maintained that Spain is a Western 
country and must contribute to the defense of the West, but in an autonomous way, 
because to do otherwise would mean becoming a satellite state: 


{Begin Moran recording] I understand that those desiring total alignment with a 
(?package) of solutions from certain leading countries do so for reasons that are often 
profound -- for ideological reasons -- but they often border on the threshold of becoming 
a satellite. [end recording] 


On the subject of the Common Market, one of the central points of his speech, Moran 
confined himself to giving an account of the socialist government's negotiating 
efforts and expressing his expectation that the EEC will adopt a solution to its 
problems at the Athens summit in December. 


After covering these two main points of Spanish foreign policy, to which he devoted 
half of his speech, the foreign minister reviewed the other numerous matters that 
concern our foreign policy. We shall now look at some of them: 


On France, he said that we are going through one of the lowest periods in our relations 
with our northern neighbor. The opposite is true as regards Morocco: Our relations with 
the neighboring country to the south are now better than they have been for many years. 


Mr Moran said that Gibraltar is the only obstacle in otherwise good relations with Creat 
Britain. The socialist government has changed the previous governments’ legacy on 
this issue in such a way that for the first time, according to the foreign minister, 
Spain is taking the initiative. 


He also spoke on the Sahara and the Near East, and on the latter subject made an 
interesting revelation: Spain is not opposed to Spanish soldiers forming part of the 
peacekeeping force in Lebanon: 


[Begin Moran recording] The situation in Lebanon is so complicated that the issue of 
dispatching any contingent -- which has not been asked of us -- to Lebanon as either 
observers or a force must receive preferential attention, and possibly even this 
Chamber's approval. [end recording] 


On Latin America, he said that Spain continues to maintain good relations with all the 
countries of the continent, including those having conservative regimes or military 
dictatorships, though this, according to Moran, does not prevent the government from 
following a resolute policy of defending human rights. 


There was special mention of Central America where Spain plays an active role. Moran 
gave the following assessment of the importance of Spain's role in the conflict: 


[Begin Moran recording] That the Contadora Group exists, ladies and gentlemen deputies, 
is due to a deputy who is now in this Chamber and who at present hold the highest office 
of government. [end recording] 


Opposition Proposals Rejected 
LD262226 Madrid Domestic Service in Spanish 2100 CMT 26 Oct 83 


[Text] Juan Jose Campo now reports from the Congress of Deputies where the debate on 
foreign policy is continuing: 


[Campo] The debate ended 2 minutes ago and the plenum concluded with the vote on the 
three resolutions proposed by the popular Parliamentary group; the communist deputies; 
and, jointly by the Basque group, the Catalan minority, and centrist group. 





Vado Oct 83 N 3 SPAIN 


tf. 
* 


The government -- the socialist group -- rejected a policy of neutrality, the fixing 

of a date for a reterendum on NATO before 31 December, the prohibition of the possible 
dispatch of Spanish observers or troops to Lebanon, and the signing of the nuclear 
nonproliferation treaty. These proposals were submitted by the communist group. It 
also rejected, the socialist group also rejected, an invitation from the popular group 
to begin negotiations for integration into NATO's military organization. It rejected the 
link that this group made between our membership in NATO and future accession to the EEC, 
a reappraisal of relations with Nicaragua, and a request for the establishment of 
diplomatic relations with Israel before the end of the year. In all, the socialist 
group accepted 16 points of those contained in the resolutions proposed by the 
opposition. It would take too long to list them al!, but suffice it to say that in 
generel they are expressions of good intentions that do not commit the government on 
specitic points. 


That is all. 
COUNCIL OF MINISTERS ON DEFENSE, TERRORISM 
LD261943 ‘ladrid Domestic Service in Spanish 1800 GMT 26 Oct 83 


[Excerpt] A report from Antonio Casado on the press conference on today's meeting of 
the Council of Ministers: 


[Casado! The figure of the present chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff will be 
replaced by that of a chief of the General Staff of Defense, according to a reform in 
the law on defense criteria that the Council of Ministers had referred to the Cortes. 
The reform also envisages a new shape to the captaincies-general and a definition of 
the prime minister as being responsible for defense policy. 


The Minister of Justice Fernando Ledesma has just explained the general lines of the 
antiterrorist measures adopted today, “in calmness" he said, by the Council of Ministers. 
The prime minister will explain the full extent of these measures tomorrow in the 
Congress of Deputies. We shall just look at some of the measures announced: Sentences 
for terrorist offences will be increased; sentences for outrages against the flag, in 
particular, will be increased; the state security corps will temporarily watch over and 
guard the Herrera de la Mancha prison, which will house all the members of terrorist 
groups, all the imprisoned members of course; and France will be asked for the strict 

and correct application of the Ceneva Convention in refugee matters. 
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DENMAPY 
PORE ION MINISTE R CALLS BEIRUT BOMBINGS * LOATHSOM! . 
P™261411 Copenhagen BERLINCSVE TIDENDE in Danish 24 Oct 83 p 4 
[Yermit “orlung dispatch: “Uffe Ellemann-Jensen Fears Yepercussions of Bombings”! 


[Text] Madrid -- Danish Foreign Minister Uffe Ellemann-Jensen described the Beirut bomb- 
ings in Madrid yesterday evening as “loathsome act tons.” 


“The bombings threaten to undermine the efforts being made internationally to guarantee 
Lebanon's unity. There is a fear that what happened yesterday [as published] in Beirut 
will have an effect on the inclination of individual countries to take part in these 
endeavors. However, against the background of these very events, it is very important 
that there continue to be an International presence in Lebanon.” 


Fllemann- Jensen came directly from the FEC foreign ministers’ meeting in Athens, where 
the events were also discussed in detail. 


“Furope is on its way to being represented in Lebanon In three different ways. First, 
through the United Nations; second through the multinational peacekeeping force; and 
most recently there has been discussion of Creece anu Italy sending observers to the 
area. This could lead to a revival of the idea of a concerted effort, even though this 
has proved to be Impossible in practice,” the Danish foreign minister said yesterday. 


Ellemann-Jensen is in Madrid in connection with the Danish royal couple's official visit 
to Spain, which begins today. 


FINLAND 


LD261333 Helaink! Domestic Service in Finnish 1W0 CMT 26 Oct 83 


[Text] The Finnish Covernment has published a statement in which the government pro- 
poses that the conditions In the Caribbean island state of Grenada be restored to normal 
by withdrawing foreign troops from Grenada. 


According to the statement teaued by the Foreign Ministry, the government has followed 
with concern the situation in Crenada, which has involved the use of force and outside 
interference in the country’s affairs. 


International disputes must be solved through peaceful means without resorting to the 
use of force, the statement says. ty order to normalize the situation, the right of the 
people of Grenada to decide on their af‘airs themselves should be restored, the govern- 


ment statement says. 


LD262334 Heleink! International Service in Finnish 1600 OMT 26 Oct 43 


[Summary] The Stockholm conference being prepared in Helsinki was evaluated today by 
Swedish Foreign Minister Lennart Bodetrom, who has arrived in Finland for a brief visit. 
“The significance of the Stockholm arms control conference opening in January will be 
underlined even more if the big powers do not succeed in finding a joint understanding 


at the Geneva Furomiasile talks,” Bodstrom sald. 
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The CSCE conferences in Helsinki and Stockholm were regarded as positive factors in 
the international situation by the speakers at the Metal Workers’ seminar. “Prenier 
Kalevi Sorsa, who appeared at the seminar in the capacity of chairman of the Social 
Democratic Party, said that according to available information, the Geneva talks are 
reaching a deadlock. While the talks are being held, new missiles should not be 
deployed, Sorsa said. He also discussed the question of how an extension could be 
obtained without anyone losing face. He offered as an alternative that the talks on 
medium-range missiles and so-called strategic nuclear arms be merged.” 


“Aleksandr Bovin, commentator for IZVESTIYA, the chief organ of the Soviet Government, 
said that the Soviet Union was prepared to continue the Geneva talks, if no new deployment 
of misetles were permitted during that time. In his report Bovin did not in any way 
specify how it would be possible to agree on a possible extension, nor did he comment 

on Sorsa’s view on merging the missile talks. 


"In the Metal Workers Union's disarmament seminar, the speakers noted that the situation 
in the north continues to be stable. Chairman Sorsa estimated that to establish a tordic 
nuclear weapons-free zone still requires the fulfillment of certain essential conditions 
WMiich, according to Sorsa, apparently will not take place in the very near future. 


“Bodstrom, for his part, reiterated Sweden's views onthe zone and stressed that the 
Nordic countries oust initially agree among themselves that they will not accept 
nuclear weapons on their territories under any conditions. After that it would be 
time to include the nuclear arms [word indistinct] in one form or another, at any 
rate so that this treaty arrangement would be identical for each Nordic country.” 


However, at present the Swedish foreign policy-maker’s headaches chiefly arises from 
relations with the USSR. “Bodstrom did not wish to say at this time when a 


ministerial-level meeting would be arranged, but said he hoped that it would not take 
long.” There may be unofficial contacts in Helsinki, Bodstrom said, and added that talks 


on official links will be held with the opposition at home. 


VAYRYNEN COMMENTS ON NUCLEAR-FREE NORTH 





LD261641 Helsinki Somestic Service in Finnish 2000 GMT 25 Oct 83 


[Excerpt] According to Finnish Foreign Minister Paavo Vayrynen, the general 
situation in Europe after the possible deployment of medium-range nuclear missiles 
does not specifically affect the plan for a nuclear weapons-free north. Following 
talks today with his Swedish colleague Lennart Bodstrom, Vayrynen added that Finland 
and Sweden will continue to work together to implement the plan. 


[Begin Vayrynen recording] We noted that there is nothing with regard to the zone 
project. We also noted the current state of the European situation, but believe this 
does not have a direct bearing on the zone project. It advances at its own speed if 
it advances at all. We seek to work together toward this aim. [end recording] 


Vayrynen aleo noted that the Stockholm disarmament conference opening next January 
will work until the scheduled CSCE follow-up conference to be held in Viunna in the 
autumn of 1986. 
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BRIEFS 





CUPRFE™LY MOVE EXCLUDES RUBLE -- The government aims to reduce fluctuations in the 
exchange fates of currencies in Finland by removing the Soviet ruble from the currency 
index. The yoveroment thinks that the changes in the international value of the ruble, 
which te determined differently from other currencies, after the Finn mark rate among 
other currencies. For this reason, the fluctuations in the exchange rates of 
convertible currencles have increased in Finland, according to the reasons cited for 
the proposal. In justifying the proposal, the government assures that the Finn mark's 
value will not change with the reform, The bill is described as a technical revision 
of the Index, in which case it would have no direct effect on Finnish-Soviet trade. 
[Excerpt! [Helsiny! Domestic Service in Finnish 1030 GMT 21 Oct 83 LD] 


WIVIET ELECTRICITY DEAL -- The price of electricity to be imported from the USSR to 
Inari will be paid with clothing exports, The Torstai Osakeyhtioe Company of 
Yemijaervi will build a ready-to-wear clothing factory in Inari municipality next 
year e¢uploying about 6O people. tTorstal Osakeyhtioe will export as much clothing 

to the USSF annually as the USSR exports electricity to Inari, that is, to the value 
of about Fa.7 million. Today Finland and the USSR signed an agreement under which 
Soviet electricity to be imported to Inari will be included in frontier trade. Inari 
has imported electricity from the USSR since 1965. [Text] [Helsinki International 
Service in Finnish 1600 GMT 20 Oct 83 LD] 


SWEDEN 


PALMS REJECTS U.S. GROUNDS POR INVASION 





1D261759 Stockholm Domestic Service in Swedish 1700 GMT 26 Oct 83 


[Text] Prime Minister Olof Palme says in a statement that the U.S.-led invasion of 
Grenada is in conflict with fundamental principles of international law concerning 
the soverelynty of states and territorial integrity. The Swedish Government cannot 
accept the U.S. grounds for the invasion, says the prime minister's statement. 
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CONTINUING REACTION TO U.S. LANDING IN GRENADA 





Discussions on Situation Continue 
LD261501 London PRESS ASSOCIATION in English 1338 GMT 26 Oct 83 
[By Chris Moncrieff, PA chief political correspondent | 


[Excerpt] The prime minister today summoned a small] group of senior ministers to Downing 
Street to take stock of the Grenada crisis: Their discussions, which lasted about an 
hour, invelved the foreign secretary, Sir Geoffrey Howe, who is meeting the American 
secretary of state, Mr George Shultz, in Paris tomorrow. They will be attending a meet- 
ing which will include the foreign ministers of Italy and France to discuss the future of 
the multinational force in Lebanon. But the Foreign Office said today it was likely 

that Sir Geoffrey and Mr Shultz will have a separate meeting to discuss developments in 
Grenada. 


The Foreign Office said today it had now been informed by the Americans that the gover- 
nor general of Grenada, Sir Paul Scoon, was “alive and well” in Government House. He 
was under the protection of American forces. 


Mrs. Thatcher's discussions with senior ministers today also involved Defence Secretary 
Mr Michael Heseltine and Viscount Whitelaw, lord president of the council. This “inner 
group of ministers will continue to meet until peace is restored on Grenada.” The 
Poreign Office said it had received no reports of any incidents involving the 290 British 
citizens still on Crenada. 


The Foreign Office declined to discuss the American proposal for establishing an interim 
administration under the governor general to arrange elections in Grenada. A spokesman 
explained that since the Grenada Constitution was suspended in 1979 the governor gen- 
eral had carried out such functions as the Cabinet in Grenada advised. A spokesman 
said: “His future role will remain to be determined in the light of events.” 


The spokesman pointed out that the British Government had no role in the Constitution 
of Grenada, an independent sovereign state. The Queen was the Queen of Grenada and the 
governor general was responsible to her. However, although the Foreign Office was 
spelling out the formal constitutional position, it seemed likely in Whitehall today 
that the British Government would advise that the governor general should head an 
interim administration so elections can be arranged. 


The Foreign Office acknowledged that Britain was in regular touch with the United States 
on all aspects of the question. Some of the details are expected to be spelled out by 
the foreign secretary when he speaks in the Commons emergency debate later today. 


Thatcher ‘Under Intense Pressure’ 
LD271035 London PRESS ASSOCIATION in English 0931 GMT 27 Oct 83 
[By David Bradshaw, PA political staff] 


[Text] Mra Thatcher will be under intense pressure in the Commons today to make clear 
her disapproval of the United States’ invasion of Grenada. 


Labor's new leader Neil Kinnock is certain to seize his opportunity at Prime Minister's 
Question Time to embarrass Mrs Thatcher and attack her relationship with President 
Reagan. A new attack may center on the role of the Governor-General, Sir Paul Scoon, in 
the invasion. Reports suggest that he may have asked Caribbean leaders to assist in 
restoring order on the island. 


This would again plunge the Queen into this political row, as the governor-general is her 
representative on the island. 
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Even Tory backbench MP's concerned at British loss of face and the government's apparent 
powerlessness, aay call on Mrs Thatcher to make clear the position today. 


Her tormer toreign secretary Mr Francis Pym, today added his powerful voice to the crit- 
icism of the government's stance. He accused the government of indecisiveness and 
said Britain should “quite frankly say that we disogree with the United States.” 


Speaking on BBC Radio Four’s today programme, Mr Pym said: “Certainly we ought to have 
been very decisive in our response to the United States, either that we were going 

to support them or that we positively thought they were wrong. My own view is that {t 
would have been wrong for us to go in and support them, and in fact I think they 

were wrong to have done this. I don’t think we should be afraid of saying so.” 


Mr Pym, dismissed by Mrs Thatcher in the summer, said British disapproval of the 
invasion would not harm the NATO alliance, whose continuation was “absolutely crucial.” 
This was just one of a number of differences of opinion which the two countries had, 
but it would not damage the alliance. He said it was “damaging and dangerous, to now 
question whether Britian could trust the U.S. over the firing of cruise missiles, but 
added: “What I think is unfortunate is that an incident of this kind can call such an 
arrangement, in which we have every confidence, into question. That is the damaging 
part of this.” 


This Thatcher will not be pleased that Mr Pym, who has been seen as the centre of 
opposition to government policies in the Tory Party, has made his views known. But 
many Tory “P's, although still angry about the invasion, will remain silent for fear 
of any further damage both to the government and to NATO. But there is no doubt that 
they are very unhappy about the American invasion and the government's handling of the 
incident. 


Commonvealth Secretary's Views 
1D271018 London PRESS ASSOCIATION in English 1000 GMT 27 Oct 83 


[Text] Peace-keeping troops from the Cormonwealth or other Caribbean countries 
should replace the U.S. soldiers on Grenada as soon as possible, Commonwealth 
Secretary-General Mr Sonny Ramphal said in London today. “Law and order on the island 
is of prime importance and internal security must be maintained by some force of 
military or paramilitary personnel, but that must be with the full agreement of the 
authorittes in Crenada,” he said. 


"Whether the force is provided by the Commonwealth or from within the Caribbean itself 
would be for discussion, both among Commonwealth countries and those in control in 
Grenada, but I am looking for a withdrawal of the invading forces within a matter of 
days or weeks, not months.” 


He said the Commonwealth had a major role to play indetermining the future of the island 
not least in preparing the country for elections. “After all, we have plenty of 
experience in setting up elections,” said Mr Ramphal. 


But who exactly they could deal with at present is still uncertain. "The const itut ional 
situation there is still confused and delicate” said Mr Ramphal. "I don’t think it is 
enough just to deal with the governor-general. We must broadly consult with all 
parties in Grenada to ensure what is done has general approval.” 


President Reagan has said he hopes to form a new government for the island with 
Governor-General Sir Paul Scoon at its head. Mr Ramphal would not comment on reports 
that Sir Paul has requested the U.S. military actions. 
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Emergency Commons Debate 
LD261834 London PRESS ASSOCIATION in English 1818 GMT 26 Oct 83 


[Text] The Prime Minister was accused today by Shadow Foreign Secretary Denis Healey 
of “lack of grit and flaccid indolence™ in dealing with threat to Crenada. 


Opening the emergency Commons debate on the United States’ invasion of the island, he 
accused “rs Thatcher of failing in her duty to Commons, to the British people, to the 
Commonvealth and to the Palace. 


MPs crammed into the chamber sitting in the gangways, while envoys from many countries 
including Cuba and the U.S. listened in the gallery. 


Mr Healey accused Foreign Secretary Sir Geoffrey Howe of misleading the Commons over 
events leading up to the invasion. Mr Healey pointed to claims by the Barbados Prime 
Minister Tom Adams that Britain was invited to aid the invasion as early as last Friday. 


As tension built up in the Chamber, with the Prime Minister listening, he challenged Sir 
Geoffrey to condemn the invasion, and back up the stance with a condemnatory motion at 
today's United Nations Security Council meeting in New York. Mr Healey said the Foreign 
Secretury’s failure to report the invitation from the Organization of East Caribbean 
States was “imperfect, disengenuous and lacking in candour." Mr Healey cited the 
Organisation's official communique, which made clear they were seeking a “pre-emptive 
defensive strike” against Grenada, and called for assistance from “friendly states.” 

“We now know that President Reagan received thie request on Friday night last week. But 
we learn from Prime Minister Adams on the radio at lunchtime, that the Government 
received this request on Friday last week. “The House will want to know how, in the 
light of this fact, the Foreign Secretary could tell us simply that there were reports 
that some members of the Caribbean Commonwealth were seeking military support over the 
weekend.” 


Even more important was an explanation of the statement by Foreign Office Minister Lady 
Young, in the Lords on Monday, that no approach on the matter had been made. 


Demanding an outright condemnation of the invasion, following the Prime Minister's tele- 
phone call to President Reagan urging him not to invade the island, Mr Healey attacked 
the landings as a breach of the United Nations Charter. He pointed to suggestions that 
hostilities could continue for “months if not years.” 


Britain's UN representatives should “insist at the Security Council on the immediate 
withdrawal of all foreign troops from Grenada and the immediate cessation of hostili- 
ties,” said the Shadow Foreign Secretary. “it would be quite improper for us in this 
House to condemn, as we have done, the violations of international law by the Soviet 
Union in its attacks on Czechoslovakia and Afghanistan if we do not apply the same 
standard to the United States’ attack on Grenada.” 


A U.N. Security Council motion was needed similar to that moved by Britain in response 
to the Argentinian invasion of the Falklands. 


” 


“International law is the only thing that stands between the world and anarchy,” went on 


Mr Healey. “If Governments arrogate to themselves the right to change the Governments 
of other sovereign states there can be no peace in this world, in perhaps the most 
dangerous age the human race has ever known.” 
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Pointing to the forthcoming Commonwealth Heads" conference in India, he said: “I urge 
the Foreign Secretary to confirm that, in all the Commonwealth discussions, the Govern- 
ment will stand for the principles of international law and make its condemnation of the 
invasion of Crenada plain for all to see.” 


To Labour cheers, Mr Healey insisted “One must feel the Government has been guilty here 
of the same sort of recklessness that it showed when dealing with the threat of an 
Argentine invasion of the Falklands 18 months ago. 


To Tory cries of “shame” he pointed at Mrs Thatcher across the despatch box and said 
“The prime responsibility for that recklessness must lie with the Prime Minister her- 
self. She has shown a lack of grit and flaccid indolence in dealing with the threat to 
British territory. She has failed in her duty to the House. She has failed in her duty 
to the British people. She failed in her duty to the Commonwealth, and she has failed 
in her duty to the Palace.” 


He called for confirmation of reports that the first that either the Prime Minister or 
Buckingham Palace heard of the invasion was from press reports. 


To laughter, Mr Healey demanded: “Is it true that a telex from the Government of 
Grenada announcing the invasion was delivered to an old Foreign Office number which now 
belongs to a Scandinavian plastic company? No-one would believe that incompetence and 
lack of grit would go any further.” 


He challenged: “How on earth could the Prime Minister possibly imagine that a couple 

of minutes on the telephone with President Reagan, when the invasion was already under 
way, would make any difference? I hope the Foreign Secretary will tell us during that 
fraught couple of minutes, what did the Prime Minister say to the President and what did 
he say to her? I must confess my imagination leads me rather in the direction of a 
dialogue between the Clums."” [reference to radio comedy program] 


Mr Healey said it is impossible to justify by any stretch of the meaning of the words 
the Lords’ statement by Lady Young that the Government had not been approached to take 
part in the invasion. 


He said it was clear now from reports from Washington that the Americans had been consi- 
dering military intervention for months and at least since the coup on October 13. The 
former Prime Minister, Mr Maurice Bishop, who was murdered in the coup, had spoken in 

a British radio interview last August of his concern about the imminence of an invasion 
of Grenada organised by the U.S., said Mr Healey. 


The Commons Foreign Affairs Select Committee had warned 12 months ago about the situa- 
tion in the Caribbean. But the Foreign Office ignored that part of the report when it 
responded to it. 


Mr Healey said: “It is very difficult to resist the suspicion that the U.S. organised 
the invitation from the Organisation of East Caribbean States so as to justify its 
invasion.” It was clear that reports had been circulating in America and the Caribbean 
at the weekend about a possible invasion, said Mr Healey. We challenged: “Was the 
Government aware of this? Was the Foreign Secretary aware of this?" To Labour cheers 
he added: “Either the Government was deceived by its major ally or the Government was 
deceiving this House.” 


He challenged the Foreign Secretary to counter a report from America that President 
Reagan had told some Congressmen on Monday that the British Government was in full 
support of his policy. The Prime Minister, said Mr Healey, had made “something of a 
cult" of her special relationship with Mr Reagan. This had been at the expense of 
British interests, relationships with our European partners, and relationships with the 
Commonvealth. 
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“Nowhere has this servility to the American President been more consistent than on the 
problems of Central America and the Caribbean region,” said Mr Healey. He told “re 
Thatcher: “You have been an obedient poodle to the American President.” 


The true state of the relationship had been put yesterday “with brutal clarity” by U.S. 
Secretary of State George Shultz when he said: “We are, of course, always inmoressed 
with views of the British Covernment and Mre Thatcher, but that doesn’t mean that we 
always have to agree with then.” 


Mr Healey: “So auch for the obligation to consult between allies. So such for the 
relevance of joint decision over the use of cruisesissiles placed in Britain.” 


The fact was the President Reagan had broken the tradition in diplomacy followed by all 
United States Governments since 1945. “He has abandoned reliance on co-operation and 
consensus with his allies in favour of what has to be called a sort of global unilater- 
alism,” said Mr Healey. This tendency of the United States to go it alone in every 
aspect of world affairs carried with it “immense dangers for world peace, since the 
American President at the moment sees the world exclusively in terms of red and white.” 
This “inability to see the world except in the terms of the most primitive comic stric” 
was extremely dangerous. 


President Reagan has told the world yesterday that he planned to ask the Governor 
General, Sir Paul Scoon to try to sort things out. “But, "Mr Healey told “re Thatcher, 
"I hope you are aware that the Governor General of Grenada is responsible to Her Malesty 
the Queen and not to the American President.” 


He told the Prime Minister: “It really is time you got off your knees and joined other 
allies of the United States who are deeply concerned about present trends in American 


policy.” 


To cheers from his own benches and cries of “rubbish” from Tories, “Mr Healey told MPs 
that the Government “must as a minimum refuse to accept the deployment of American sie- 
siles on British soil unless Britain has the physcial power to prevent the use of those 
missiles against her will.” 


What had happened in Grenada “must be a warning” to Mre Thatcher, Sir Geoffrey and to 
Defence Secretary Mr Michael Heseltine, said Mr Healey. America’s action in Grenada 
had been a catastrophic blunder, “and the failure of Her Majesty's Government to prevent 
it was an unforgivable dereliction of duty." He added: “It should warn America’s 
allies to the danger of servility to a leadership from Washington which could be disas- 
trous to all the interests of the Western world.” 


The Foreign Secretar, began by giving MPs an up-to-date assessment of the situation in 
Grenada. He confirmed that the Americans had secured both airports on the island at 
Pearls and Salines, as well as the radio station, and Fort Rupert. There were no con- 
firmed reports of more deaths apart from the 12 Cubans and 2 U.S. servicemen. And there 
were no reports of any British casualties. 


Sir Geoffrey said the U.S. was willing to evacuate British citizens to Barbados. Con- 
tingency arrangements were being made for Britons to be evacuated by British aircraft. 


The governor-general was safe. “He may have an important role to play in the restora- 
tion of democracy in Grenada,” said Sir Geoffrey. 
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He represents one of the few elements of conmsiitutional continuity in Grenada at present. 
The American Administration is aware of the constitutional position and have undertaken 


to respect it. 


Sir Geottrey then outlined events leading to the invasion. He told MPs that the British 
High Comm _ssioner in Barbados had learnt that some Caribbean heads of povernment were 
pressing their colleagues in the Caribbean community to ask for military helo in restor- 
ing comstitutional government in Crenada. “We promptly took steps and instructed our 
embassy in bashington to ascertain how the United States Covernment might respond to such 
an approach,” he said. We said the Covernment was then informed on October 22 that the 
seven heads of government of the Organisation of Eastern Caribbean States had decided to 
put together a multi-national force and to call on friendly governments to help restore 
peace and order in Grenada. Later than evening, he said, the government was informed by 
the American Government that they had received a firm request from the organisation's 
heads of goverment to help restore peace and order in Crenada. 


“The United States Government told us on the evening of Saturday, October 22, that no 
decision had been taken on how to respond and that they had concluded that thev should 
proceed very cautiosly,” he said. 


Sir Geoffrey said that on October 23, the British High Commission was informed that a 
formal request for British participation in a multi-national force would probably be 
handed over later in the day. 


This did not happen, he said, but later that day, the Covernment heard the oucome of a 
meeting in Trinidad of all the Caribbean countries except Crenada, which decided in 
favour of political and economic measures against Grenada. Sir Geoffrey said the govern- 
ment was in close touch with the American government throughout October 23. 


“On that day, we were assured by the United States Government that we would be consulted 
immediately if the United States decided to take any action.” 


Sir Geoffrey said © the same day, October 23, MMS Antrim had been instructed to sail 
to the vicinity of enada, “in case the evacuation of British nationals proved neces- 
sary.” “That was _recautionary move entirely unrelated to the suggestion of some 
Catibbean leaders that a multi-national force should be established.” 


Ministers met Monday to consider the events of the weekend. “Following that meeting, 
out ambassador in Washington was instructed to put to the United States Government fac- 
tore which would have to be carefully weighed before any action was taken.” 


Sir Geoffrey made a statement to the House that afternoon, which represented “my complete 
statement of the truth as I then understood it.” Sir Geoffrey said he had “rehearsed 

the sequence of events” and insisted that the British Government had received no request 
on Friday night. We said it was on Monday evening, after he had made his statement to 
the House, when the Government received a copy of the request from the Organisation of 
East Caribbean States for British assistance. 


That evening, President Reagan called to tell the Prime Minister he was giving serious 
consideration to the Organisation's request and would welcome her thoughts. He promised 
to inform the Prime Minister in advance of a decision, Sir Geoffrey said. But while 
that message was being considered at Downing Strect, President Reagan called again to 

ay be had decided to respond positively to the request, Sir Geoffrey told MPs. 


“re Thatcher sent a reply, reiterating the considerations the Government had put to the 
U.S. Administration and expressing Britain's concern at the course of action, Sir 
Geottrey said. 
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later Mrs Thatcher telephoned President Reagan to “underline the importance she attached 
to this matter.” 


"On Tuesday morning President Reagan sent a message informing her he had read the issue 
raised in her message, but he had decided that U.S. participation in the multi-national 
force would go ahead,” Sir Geoffrey said. Sir Geoffrey told MPs there had been a differ- 
ence o!1 view. 


Britain and a number of other Commonwealth and Caribbean cruntries had taken one view, 
and the United States and other countries took the view of che risk to which their citizens 
were exposed. “The fact that despite the reservations we hid expressed the Americans de- 
cided to intervene in Grenada may be a matter of regret,” said Sir Geoffrey. 


Amid shouts from the Opposition benches, Sir Geoffrey said: “We don't agree with the 
Americans on every issue, any more than they would agree with us, nor would we expect to 
do so. “On some issues our perceptions are bound to be different.” 


In this case, the United States had particular reasons to consult closely with the 
Caribbean countries which had called for their help, Sir Geoffrey said. He told Mr 
Healey: “The extent of the consultation was regrettably less than we would have wished. 
“But in the course of that consultation, the Prime Minister made it absolutely plain to 
the U.S. Administration the views which we took. And for you to take an occasion where 
there was a difference of view to denounce the Prime Minister as anyone's ‘poodle’ is 
disgraceful.” 


Mr. Jack Straw, (Lab Blackburn) pressed the Foreign Secretary to condemn the U.S. action. 


But Sir Geoffrey said: "This was an occasion where the United States, in company with 
a number of Caribbean countries, took one view and the United Kingdom took another view. 
In those circumstances it is no more for me to condemn the United States than it is for 
them to condemn us." 


His remark provoked even louder protests from angry MP's, asMriiealey rose to challenge 
him further. Mr Healey said it was the obligation of the Foreign Secretary to express 
his view on the “violation of the United Nations Charter” and not to “run away from the 


problem.” 


But Sir Geoffrey replied: "In Afghanistan troops have occupied a country there. In 
Grenada, the intention of the United States and those acting with her was to move as 
quickly as possible towards the withdrawal of these troops and towards the holding of 
free elections.” He added: "What has happened does not and must not be allowed to weaken 
tie essential fabric of our alliance with the United States.” 


Sir Geoffrey strongly denied that the week's events bore any relation to decisions which 
might have to be taken on the use of nuclear weapons. “There is no credible analogy 
between the exchanges with America on Monday night and consultations which wouid take 
place before a decision to fire American missiles from Britain.” The agreements between 
American and Britain on the firing of nuclear weapons from bases in this country were 
“specific and effective,” saidSir Geoffrey. "No nuclear weapon would be fired from 
British territory without the agreement of the prime minister.” 


Social Democrat leader and former Labour foreign secretary Dr David Owen, intervened 
saying Sr Geoffrey had a “duty to the House” to make it clear whether he beiieved the 
Americans were justified. "Surely the answer is that they were not justified,” said 


Dr Owen. 
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In the face o1 Labour shouts of “resign,” Sir Geoffrey reaffirmed “it is still possible 


for more than one view to be held.” 


Liberal leader Mr David Steel told Sir Geoffrey: “it is possible for more than one view 
to be held but not possible for more than one view to held by the Foreign Secretary 
himself.” Mr Steel added: “What the American administration has done is to throw away 
the moral stance which respects other countries’ national integrity and right to resist 
outside interference.” 


Sir Geoffrey replied: “It should not be overlooked that seven individual Caribbean 
countries have joined the United States in this invasion.” “They have urged it on the 
United States.” The Caribbean countries were a “close family of states,” he said. 

“The breaxdown of constitutional government in one of their members was perceived as a 
dangerous disruption by a country in their immediate vicinity.” The courtries which had 
taken part in the invasion would be eager to ensure an early return to democracy on the 
island. 


His voice almost drowned in protests from Labour benches, Sir Geoffrey insisted: "We 
must not make that task any more difficult.” 


He ended his speech amid uproar and Opposition cries of “resign.” 


Winding up for the Opposition Mr Healey insisted that the real charge against the 
Government was its failure to act despite being opposed to the American invasion plan. 
Britain should have moved to mobilise opinion within the Commonwealth, and among friendly 
states, against any military invervention. _ 
“When the imminence of the invasion was apparent to everyone except our own Foreign 
Secretary, the Government did nothing for three whole days." Sir Geoffrey was guilty 

of “pusillanimous pussy-footing”, and the Government had “replaced mezaphone diplomacy 
with doormat diplomacy.” 


"The Government throughout this whole niserable affair has shown itself lacking in grit, 
lacking in fibre and lacking in resolution,” he charged. “Its behaviour must be pro- 
foundly distasteful to anyone who cares for the dignity of Britain in world affairs.” 


Winding up for the Covernment, the Foreign Secretary said that during the day the govern- 
ment had heard from the British High Commissioner in Barbados “that once again civilians 
can go to Grenada safely. “The first such civilians we shall be sending will in fact be 
a consular team to determine the whereabouts of British citizens on the island and to 
explore the possibility of bringing out those who might want to leave. That news in 
iteelf is a promising development,” said Sir Geoffrey. 


The Foreign Secretary firmly rejected calls for the Government to voice opposition to the 
American action more loudly. “I don't believe it would serve the purposes of this 
country or the purposes of the common interests of ourselves and the U.S. for us to have 
ampl fied and magnified these views. We could not have done more to make our position 
clear.” 


And he told Mr Powell that the Government had in no vay allowed over-fondness of the 
American Administration to influence its judgment. 
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But to Labour jeers he insisted: “We would certainly not dispute that a state has a 
right in international law to take appropriate action to safeguard the lives of its 
citizens in 4 situation where there has quite evidently been a breakdown in law and 
order. “Nor do we consider there is a provision in the UN Charter to make it unlawful 


to tane Such at tion.’ 


There were Labour cries of “shame” when he cried: “It is quite clear Mr Healey has been 
delighted, to his shame, to use this debate as an occasion for pandering to anti- 
American sentiments. He seemed more concerned in his speech to make attacks on America 
than to deal with Grenada itself.” 


For Labour to suggest the Americans had followed a unilateral policy was “absolute 
rubbish, because there has been close consultation between members of the alliance." 
Sir Ceoffrey insisted that it was not for him to defend the American action and said 
the Government had made its views quite clear. 


As he sat down there were renewed calls from Labour MP's of “resign.” 


The Upposition's attempt to censure the Government on a technical motion to adjourn 
the House was defeated by 336 votes to 211 -- a Government majority of 125. 


Opposition to Intervention 
PM261427 London THE DAILY TELEGRAPH in English 26 Oct 83 p 4 
[John Bulloch report: “Anglo-U.S. Rift Over Grenada"™] 


[Text] Foreign Office spokesman last night said that there were “deep differences 
of perception of the situation in Grenada” between Britain and America. 


The diplomatic language cloaked the most serious divergence of views since President 
Reagan and “rs Thatcher restored what amounted to “the special relationship" between 
Britain and America. 


Though it was not publicly said, there was also a feeling in the Foreign Office that 
the United States had deliberately refrained from showing its hand. 


British officials knew on Monday afternoon that the Organisation of Eastern Caribbean 
States was discussing asking America to intervene, but at that tine there appeared 
to be differences between the seven members. Officials of the British Embassy 

in Washington had previously put the British view to American administration. 


In general, this appeared to be that military intervention would be an unnecessarily 
large hammer to crack a very small nut, and that such a move would be more likely 
to endanger civilian lives than leaving well alone. Britain recognised, as Sir 
Geoffrey Howe told the Commons, that America had more nationals at risk in the 
island -- about 1,000 compared to the roughly 200 British there. But after weighing 
the situation, the British view remained that armed intervention might do more harm 
than good. 


The Foreign Office discovated reports last night of Cuban troops in the island. 
Officials said that even though Cubans might have been able to pose as locals if they 
were not in uniform, the presence of soldiers in any guise would quickly have become 
known in such a small island. 














Vil. 27 Oct 83 © 10 SITED ZINCDOM 


It was only in the early hours of yesterday morning that Britain was told America and 
the Caribbean countries acting with it “had decided that intervention was the right 
course to pursue.” It was plain in London last night that right up to the last moment 
British officials had been trying to persuade America not to go ahead. It was equally 
obvious that the idea that it was the Caribbean countries which had tazven the initia- 
tive in asking America to act was regarded as a polite fiction. British officials pri- 
vately bad no doubt that America has decided to move as early as Sunday, and delaved the 
invasion unti! yesterday only for logistic reasons and to enable it to put together the 
fig leaf of the “aribbean torce. 


Daily Supports U.S. Action 
PM261413 London THE DAILY TELEGRAPH in English 26 Oct 83 p 16 
[Editorial: “Why America Moved] 


[Text] It is easy to criticize American action in deciding to invade Grenada -- a 

small island of little more than 100,000 people -- and to say the operation is unnecres- 
sary, endangering civilian lives, including British and American tourists. But such an 
attitude shows a total lack of understanding of the importance Grenada has in American 
eyes since it passed under Communist control. The Caribbean along with Central America 
is the United States’ backyard. Radiating from the center is Cuba, whose increasing 
involvement in Central America has grown to such an extent that President Reagan has had 
to meet this challenge by increasing direct and indirect military and economic aid to 
the Central American republics facing Cuban-backed guerrillas trying to destabilize the 
whole area. 


Now it is asked why we should worry about Grenada. But there has been mounting evidence 
that the Russians and more precisely the Cubans saw the island as an important strategic 
asset to be exploited after Mr Maurice Bishop and his Marxists seized power. Cuban 
experts and technicians were sent, an air base was being built and the Russians were 
building up their own mission. Mr Bishop rather late in the day seemed to be anxious to 
mend fences with the West, thereby losing his life and leaving thugs and Marxist true 
believers in control. For the United States to have done nothing would have been seen 
by America's friends in the area as a sign of weakness, particularly as all the 
Caribbean countries condemned the coup against Mr Bishop. 


For too long European countries have adopted a patronizing attitude, criticizing and 
dismissing American preoccupation with Central America and the Caribbean. We tend to 
forget that the Castro regime is actively serving Soviet interests not only in the 
Caribbean, but in other parts of the world such as Mozambique, Angola and Ethiopia. The 
Russians have made no secret of their belief that Moscow has as much right to have mili- 
tary facilities in Cuba as the United States has in areas neighboring the Soviet Union, 
such as Turkey. By not wasting time and acting with speed, President Reagan hopes to 
nip in the bud the dangers of another potential Cuba. Of course, there are military and 
political dangers. But safety is not attained by doing nothing, and if the operations 
are successful it will mark a setback to Cuban and Soviet expansionist aims. That is 
something we should all welcome. 
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REPORTAGE ON REACTION TO GRENADA INVASION 








Government Condemns Action 
NC261202 Nicosia Domestic Service in Creek 1130 GHI 26 Oct 563 


[Text] The government spokesman stated today in Nicosia that irrespective of the 
reasons cited for the invasion of Crenada, this action, which violates the 'N Charter 
and internationally accepted principles, is condemnable. 


A statement released by the AKEL Central Committee says that it most strongly condemns 
the U.S. aggression and capture of Grenada -- an independent and sovereign country, and 
UN member state -- and demands the immediate withdrawal of the U.S. troops from that 
country. 


EDEK Condemms Invasion 
NC261759 Nicosia Domestic Service in Greek 17¥ GNT 26 Oct 83 


[Text] A Socialist EDEK Party statement strongly condemns the U.S. invasion in Grenada 
and asks ior the invasion troops’ immediate withdrawal. The statement also adds that 
the U.S. action is fraught with danger for the international situation and peace. 


Papaioannou Scvwres Action 
NC260950 Nicosia KHARAVYI in Greek 26 Oct 83 p 10 


[Text] AKEI Secretary General E. Papaioannou has strongly branded and condemned the U.S. 
imperialist gangster-like aggression against Grenada with the following statement: 


"The U.S. gangster-like aggression and capture of Grenada -- an independent and sovereign 
country -- confirms the U.S.'s imperialist aggressive and hegemonistic goals in the 
Caribbean, and stresses the dangers which threaten the other countries in the region. 

To justify their barbaric aggression, the U.S. imperialists cite the prevailing 

internal situation in the countries which they invade or plan to invade. lowever, 

the internal situation is the affair of the peoples of those countries and no one else. 


"The U.S. imperialists do not cease to proclaim that they are allegedly in favor of the 
independence, sovereignty, and integrity of other countries, but in practice prove to 
be -- as is the case with their aggression against Grenada -- the most determined 
abolishers of other peoples’ independence and sovereignty. 


"The Cypriot people, who themselves are victims of foreign aggression -- of Turkish 
aggression - which again was encouraged, supported, and backed by the U.S. imperialists, 
protest with all the strength of their hearts; they strongly brand and condemn the 
ghastly new crime which U.S. imperialism is committing against Grenada. Our people will 
manifest their anger and indignation in various ways for the new horrible imperialist 
crime that seriously jeopardizes world peace." 


I SIMERINI: No Justification 
NC270746 Nicosia I SIMERINI in Greek 27 Oct 83 p 3 


[From the “Liberal” column: “The Invasion” ] 


[Text] American Marines invaded Grenada the day before yesterday. President Reagan 
stated that the operation was undertaken for three reasons: to protect the island's 
civilian population and the 1,000 U.S. citizens who reside there; to prevent the 
spread of chaos; and to restore law and order. 
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No matter how much Reagan tries to justify the operation, the main point is this: This 
is a clear invasion of foreign territory and constitutes a crime against the right of 
states to be independent. I SIMERINI condemms the U.S. invasion of Grenada, just as 

it condemned the Soviet invasion of Afghanistan. Unlixe AKEL and its subordinates, 

for us there are neither good nor bad invasions. 


0 MOOS: U.S. *‘Husil lation’ 
NCZ708465 NSicosta 0 in Greet 27 Oct #3 pl 


[“My Opinion” column by “the observer”: “Warning for Us as Well -- The Superpowers 
Are Hesitating”™] 


[Excerpts] The U.S. leaders have sacrificed their country’s glorious history in the 
tiny island state of Grenada and have trampled on the finest and most liberal principles 
of the American people. 


The U.S. leaders have humiliated their country as a result of their harsh aggression 
against «a tiny country which is even emaller than an American village. Indeed, what a 
tragedy for the United States and the whole world! 


Reagan may take pride in destroying a Soviet stronghold and for having placed a very 
email country under his control, but at the same time, he gust be conscious of the 
humiliation he has brought his country as a result of his provocative aggression. 


It was only yesterday that we stressed that the two superpowers are equally unhesitating 
and guilty and responsible for the gloomy future lying ahead for mankind. Both the 
United States and the Soviet Union are determined not to return to the road of detente 
and dialogue, but to dally escalate their provocations, arms race, and aggression 
against other countries. 


It is with fear and terror that we watch their amazing march toward disaster and 
catastrophe. And the people are unable to halt this gallop to destruction. 


We are worried together with all the peaceful people for our future and our children's 
future. 


We in Cyprus are particularly worried, and stress the need for prudence and vigilance. 
What has been taking place wither near or far from us is a warning for us as well. The 
two worlds are unhesitating and determined whenever the possibility of the destruction 
of emaller states and weak peoples arises. If we give them cause or the opportunity, 
and if we fail to be extremely cautious, they are ready to do things to us — during 
the new cold war period now in progress — that would be worse than the ones they did 
to us during detente. 
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GOVERNMENT ‘DEEPLY CONCERNED’ OVER GRENADA ISSUE 
NC261250 Athens Domestic Service in Greek 1230 GMT 24 Oct #3 


[Text] Creece condemns any kind of intervention in the internal affairs of independent 
UN member states. This statement was made by government spokesman Dhimitris Maroudhas, 
who added that the Creek government is deeply concerned because of yesterday's deve!l- 

opments in Crenada, which aggravate the already tense situation in that sensitive area. 


KKE Says ‘Stark Piracy’ 
NC261618 Athens Domestic Service in Greek 1600 GMT 24 Oct 83 


[Text] The Political Office of the KKE Central Committee says in a statement that the 
direct U.S. military invasion in Grenada, a UN member state and a member of the 
Nonaligned Movement, is a stark act of violation and piracy. 


RECIME SATISFIED WITH U.S. REPLY ON VIOLATIONS 


NC261337 Athens Domestic Service in Greek 1230 GMT 26 Oct 83 


[Text] Government spokesman Dhimitris Maroudhas made the following statement at noon: 
Yesterday the U.S. Government replied to the Creek protest of 10 October on the 
violations of Greek airspace by U.S. planes during the “Determination Display” exercise. 


The U.S. reply claims that following an investigation it has emerged that a U.S. plane 
indeed flew over Khios on 10 October without diplomatic permission. In addition, 
interference on radar screens was obviously inadvertent during a similar previous 
exercise. Interference was intended for Turkish radar screens, but this also affected 
Greek radar screens. The U.S. side has expressed regret over both cases and has 
stressed that it is U.S. policy that its planes not enter the airspace of foreign 
countries without permission, and for this reason new strict instructions have been 
given U.S. crews to ensure absolute compliance. 


As regards the protest over exercises without a flight plan, the government spokesman 
continues in his statement, the U.S. reply mentions that the U.S. Government claims 
that the ICAO convention requires the submission of flight plans only for civil aviation 
planes, an interpretation which the Greek Government has rejected. 


Concerning the two other cases of violations of Greek airspace which, according to the 
U.S. reply, have not been ascertained, the U.S. air attache will be summoned to the 
Air Force General Staff to be given more detailed information. 


In reply to a relevant question, the government spokesman said that the U.S. reply is 
considered satisfactory. 


P LON SYRIA 26 OCT 
NC262020 Athens Domestic Service in Greek 1930 GMT 26 Oct 83 


[Text] The PASOK delegation which paid an official visit to Syria returned from 
Damascus this evening. This morning, the delegation headed by Deputy Foreign Minister 
Papoulias was received by Syrian President Hafiz al-Asad, who sent 4 message to Prime 


Minister Papandreou. 
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BEXELLX 
BELLIL™M 


U.S. GRENADA ACTION “UNACCEPTABLE INTERFERENCE’ 





LD252033 Srussels Domestic Service in French 1700 G4T 25 Oct 83 


[Text) In Belgium, som reactions have already been recorded concerning the landing of 
U.S. troops in Grenada. The Belgian Europe-Latin America committee has energetically 
protested against this U.S. invasion. This is an unacceptable interference says this 
committee, and a reaffirmation of the imperialist policy pursued by the United States 
in Latin America. 


For its part, the Belgian Communist Party considers that Washington wants to prevent the 
continuation of an anti-impertialist regime on the island of Grenada. 


NETHERLANDS 





ROMANIAN PRIME MINISTER ARRIVES ON OFFICIAL VISIT 





For Koumanian reportage on the official visit of Romanian Prime Minister Constantin 
Dascalescu to the Netherlands, see the Romania section of the 27 October Eastern Europe 
DAILY REPORT and succeeding issues. 

TURKEY 


TUREMEN MEETS IRANIAN POREICON MINISTRY OFFICIAL 





TA261639 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 1600 CMT 26 Oct 83 


{Text} Hoseyn Lavasani, political managing director of the Iranian Foreign Ministry, 
arrived in Ankara today and was received by Foreign Minister Ilter Turkmen. According 
to 4 statement issued by the Foreign Ministry, Lavasani gave Turkmen a message from 
Iranian Foreign Minister Velayati. According to the statement, bilateral relations and 
issues concerning the region were discussed at the meeting within the framework of an 
exchange of views between two friendly countries. 


PORELGN MINISTRY ON PARIS OFFICE TAKEOVER 





TA261524 Ankara ANATOLIA in Turkish 1520 GMT 26 Oct 83 


|[Text] Ankara, 26 October (AA) -- The Foreign Ministry has announced that the militants 
who occupy the Turkish Touriem Secretariat in Paris are continuing their action. 


The Foreign Ministry made the following statement today on the issue: 





“according to information received from our embassy in Paris, five persons believed to 
be extreme leftist Turks entered the ground floor of the Turkish Tourism Secretariat at 
1130 on Wednesday, 26 October, and then tried to enter the upstairs bureaus. 


Due to the existing security measures, the five persons in question could not enter the 
other sections of the Tourism Secretariat, and thus are still in the reception area. 
The French police speedily arrived at the scene of the incident and surrounded the area. 


Our ambassador, Adnan Bulak, is in contact with the French authorities. 


Meanwhile, the fact that various Turkish and French students demonstrated in front of the 
building distributing pamphlets created the impression that the incident was planned.” 
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